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CIA Submarine Study Is Welcomé

ORD that the CIA has started a com-

prehensive $10 million study of the.

supposedly invulnerable U.S. missile
submarine fleet is welcome, and not just
because the Walker family spy ring is al-
leged to have put information about the sub-
marine program into the Soviets’ hands. It's
vital that the nation’s military planners know
. if their assumption that the nuclear-missile-
- laden submarines are invulnérable to Soviet
detection — and attack — is still valid.
Ordered by Congress, the study will be as
broad as possible, encompassing all avail-
able technical and intelligence sources.

The other elements of the United States’
nuclear weapons force, land-based missiles
and missiles housed in strategic bombers,
are much more predictable components of
the complex global nuclear eqyation. than

nuclear submarines. It's conceiv ﬁt&o-
viets could neutralize those weagiighd, 4nd in
the process, retard the United SHIE* ability
to retaliate against a Soviet nu attack
Not so U.S. submarines — or so gone the

thinking at the Pentagon, the White House
and the National Security Agency. As long as
the five U.S. Trident and 31 Poseidon subma-
rines now in service range freely in the
world’s oceans, impervious to Soviet detec-
tion, the standard thinking has it, the United
States’ retaliatory capacity is assured. That,
in turn, reduces the likelihood the Soviets
would strike first.

Even if the worst fears about the Walker
spy ring — that it could be the most damag-
ing potential threat to U, security since the
passage of the atomic bom rmula to the
Soviets back in the 1950s -— aren’t eventual-
ly confirmed, the CIA study still makes
sense. If the study merely confirms the nu-
clear submarines’ invulnerability, the $10
million will have been a small price to pay
for peace-of-mind among military planners
~ dnd American citizens. And if the study
showy those assumptions aren’t valid, Ameri-
can$ at least will cease living in a fool's
paradise, and have a sense of what must be
done to bolster their nuclear security. /
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CIA STUDY SEEKS WAYS TO STREAMLINE TH

E SYSTEM, PROMOTE EFFICIENCY

Free market is worth more

than ordetly

By Marvin Leibstone _

RECENT CIA study
claims that the Penta-
gon can reduce the
time spent developing
weapons and the cost

incurred by analyzing foreign meth- - -

ods. Even Soviet purchasing has

" something to offer, the report adds.

Right now, it takes an average

six to 11 years to develop an Ameri-

" can weapon frem concept to produc-

tion. depending on the compiexity of

the item. Foreign governments pull
it, off sooner. . e

In 1971, Congress was voting

whether to pursue the MX. Produc-

" tion did not begin unti] a decade

later. _

But America’s problems in devel-

oping weapons have a lot to do with

America’s free economy. The ab-

sence of these problems in foreign

countries has much to do with

- Marxism. .
In the United States, private cor-

. porations first compete with each
otherwith a design for fighter plane,
tank or machine pun. The Pentagon
selects what it believes is the best
design. In the Soviet Union and

. other Warsaw Pact countries, this '

does not happen.

Moscow chooses the designer and
.. the factory, and supervises produc-
tion every step of the way.

1t can be argued that Pentagon

" preparation of design criteria and
its review of competing designs
lengthen the development process.
The CIA notes that the best design
often wins a production competition

when, in fact, another organization

may be the better producer.

in France, the relationship be-
tween the Ministry of Defense and
the private manufacturer is called
“a reserve domain,” which means
. the defense minister decides with-
out parliament which weapons will
be created and how.

‘America prefers “the tortured
triangle,” ClA's phrase for the.
three-way relationship between

Pentagon, manufacturer and Con-
gress. In 1966, Congress voted to
veview every item desired by the

_ “military, prior4o approval for funds.

The Pentagon must prove the
merit of a system before Congress

says vea or nay. Congress also plays
an-overseer's role during develop- -

ment of these products.

“Too many bakers making the

pie,” the CIA document suggests.
Everv defense analyst in the

. United States wants Pentagon pro-

" curement streamlined. Says a re-
. tired Navy contracting officer, “Pos-

sibly $5.2 billion can be saved
annuaily with appropriate reform.”

Former Deputy. Secretary of De-
fense Frank Carlucci xaid in 1981,

~ “If Secretary of Defense Weinberger

“ tion time. . v
The elimination of design compe-

and ] do nothing else in these four
years except to straighten out the
weapons acquisition system, we will
have had a successful tour.”

. Carlueci. who was once ClA dep-
. uty director, left the Pentagon three

. years ago to work for Sears. But not -
. much about Pentagon acquisition”

has changed since Ronald Reagan
became president. .
The list of ideas for reform is well
known. Hardly a year passes when
a senator or House member does not
offer defense reform legislation.

Laws requiring morc purchases of -

"oﬁ"-th.e-.shelfand modularized equip-
.ment would save design and produc-

titions in favor of production con-
tracts, which would include the.de-

" sign phase, would save time and
. money. It makes sensc, too for the

Pentagon to buy components, in-
stead of prime contractors doing so

" . and overcharging the government.

- These recommendations would
not devalue a free market society.

~ Adopting more casy-to-control mea-

sures for timely -procurement of

~ iterns such as exist in the Soviet -
. Union or, for that matter, France,

procurement

would trim costs in America — but
an esseniial ingredient, “competi-
tion.” would disappear.

" The lack of competition for de- -
fense contracts in foreign countnes

enhances  production. The Sovict

Union can build a lot of things faster. - -

than the United States. Missing.
though, is a direct result of competi-

- tion — quality.

There is a trendy joke. “He who

has the most toys. wins.” Nothing -

could be more wrong with respect 10

~ recent or future wars. In 19'73 and
1082, it was lsraeli ingenuity and.

. quality of reconnaissance and at-’

tack systems that defeated Soviet-

- backed means. | .
Saturation bombing and mass
attack had less impact on Vietcong
or North Victnamese batallions in

' the 1970s than a few guided systems
with high target selection capabili-

ty. L
Competition is more than a con-

" dition in America; it 1s an instru-

ment, without which quality be-

" comes a second-rate idea.

Still, the Pentagon must decide

how to maintain competition and -

guality while reducing production

time and costs, More emphasis on
. improvement of the acquisition pro-

cess is likely to end in quick-fix
' recommendations that, in the end,
" exact a terrible social price. -

The ClA study is useful in that it
describes how- other countries do
things. But there is nothing in it
worth applying to the U.S. defense

industry, unless the nation decides.
~ that-frec market values are worth -
less than orderly procurement. .

o Maruvin Leibstone writes for
these pages on national and for-
eign affairs. :
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The World-Class
University That Our
- City Has Become

E'Its Intellectual Clout Equals London’s,
But Will Politicians Be the Wiser?

By Amitai Etziont ~ Some years back 1 was asked to conduct

HEN I ACCEPTED a professorship at The George Wash- . :%;’g:?&?ggggzaﬁgfvg f,f(:}‘;lgée gﬁ &01‘::;5;

' ington University in 1980, several of my colleagues won- 1 vle small staft worl;in directly for him. and
dered: “Leaving Columbia University — to move to Wash- Ty g y ’

had a hard time getting the information he
* required to evolve policies he was interested
" in. In the same agency and building, 119 re-
' searchers were busy studying numerous

ington?” Washington was a notoriously un-academic and a-intellec-
‘tual town, one of the few world capitals without a “major"”’ university.
"7 T-am still asked that question, but much less often. Over the last
_few years, Washington crossed an admittedly ill-defined threshold
i ‘beyond which cities qualify as major centers of research, higher
| -learning and dissemination of knowledge. Just as it now has sidewalk
 ~Cafes and more than 200 art galleries where there were 18 a decade
" ago, it.now has so many new institutes and centers that, together
. with its older academic institutions, it easily matches the intellectual
-—vigor of contemporary London. It also has almost as many little
~magazines (where intellectuals float new ideas) and writers-in-resi-
~dence as the Left Bank of Paris. T, L

" reqularly. 1 visited them to discuss their

sioner, and to their agency (and the coun-

' try's) policy needs. o _
* ““Not.on your life” was the unanimous re-
sponse. Their pride, joy, and ambition was
academic work. Indeed, their allies on the

- campus called me and warned that if the co-
missioner turned the research to “applied,”.

* % % k % _EXCERPTED o they would appeal to their friends in Con-
' _ : gress to gut the agency’s research budget. -

- All over Washington, openly and secretly,

- by government-hired PhD's from the CIA,

\ to the Census Bureau to NIMH — on the
. side and while at work, research 1s con-

ducted and written up in reports that are in--

- distingiishable from those prepared at the

* aspects of education and issuing reports

becoming more responsive to the commis-.

~“Amitai Etzioni is a professor at The George Washington University . . . heights of the academic ivory towers from
- and director of the Center for Policy Research. R Stantord’s Hoover Institute to MIT's_lech-

1 Hepartment heads and to. OMB, but. it adds
~ grist to the academic mills of WMU... .

* % & % % EXCER.FIED
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Tilé Tugular’ Newsletter

ashington is awash with

newsjetters. Hundreds of

them scrutinize the minu.
tiae of Government affairs for clients
in industry and for subscribers inter-
ested in almost everything from air
pollution to tax havens. And now
there is ‘““Early Warning,” a $1,000-
a-.year monthly newsletter for ‘‘key
decision-makers” who want to know
about “‘matters of jugular concern,”

‘Everything about the nine-month-
old venture carries hush-hush over-
tmes. ““Personal and confidential” is
written on mass-distribution letters
recently sent to solicit subscribers.
On this basis, it is not surprising that
Amaud de Borchgrave, one of the
publishers and writers, said the news-
letter itself was ‘“‘ultraconfidential.”
According to Mr. de Borchgrave, this
means that if you subscribe, you
should not make copies on the office
copying machine.

The newsletter is published by Mid-
Atlantic Research Associates, con-
sisting of Mr. de Borchgrave, former
chief foreign correspondent for News-
week; John Rees, who publishes In-
formation Digest, another newslet-
ter, and Robert Moss, a former editor
at The Economist.

“Early Warning’” ‘promises to
scoop the daily news media on domes-
tic and foreign news, as seen through
the eyes of “former intelligence offi-
cers, including ranking defectors
rom the X.G.B. and its proxy serv-
ices and former government officials
recently in sensitive positions,” Mr.
de Borchgrave said he recently of-
fered early warnings on such things
as Libya’'s troop buildup before its in-
vasion of Chad and a currency deval-
uation in Venezuela.

‘‘After studying our track record,”
Mr. De Borchgrave wrote to potential
subscribers, ““Bill Casey of the C.1.A.
took several subscriptions.”

William J. Casey, the Director of
Central Intelligence, is on vacation,
but Dale Peterson, an agency spokes-
man, said that no copies of the news-
letter had arrived in the director’s of-
fice, although he said Mr. Casey could
be receiving them at home.

Mr. Peterson said he was not famil-
iar with ‘““Early Warning,” but that
even if he were, he would not be able
10 comment on its contents.
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The Report on Reports
fter writing legislation, Congress
has to know how it works in the
real world. Comsequently,
many laws require Govemnment
agencies to make reports on enforce-

ment status; on significant mistakes, :

on plans to spend large bunks of
money and even reports om reports,
The Clerk of the House recently
filed a report listing about 3,000
mandatory reports. The General Ac-
counting Office, which regularly re-
ports on wasteful reporting, knows of

a2 couple thousand other reports, |

which, altogether, cost more than $80 :

million a year to produce.

*1 like the report the C.L.A. has to .

write whenever they off someone,”

said Dan Buck, an aide to Represent- |
ative Patricia Schroeder and an avid |

reader of the House Clerk’s report on -

reports. He was referring to & State
Department report entitled, “Illegal
intelligence activity; significant in-
telligence failure; corrective action.”

Some reports are theoretically
available to the public, but it requires

dogged research, starting at the’

House Documents Room. Most re-
ports, however, are deemed confiden-
tial.

A sampling: ‘‘Certain expenses of
the President and Viece President,”
“Audit of the House Beauty Shop,”
*‘Advance report on proposed mili-
tary or paramilitary operations in
Angola,” ‘“‘Americans incarcerated
abroad,” “Audits of wundercover
operations,” ‘“Means of preserving
and couserving intangible elements
of the nation’s cultural heritage,”
“Failure to compile a role of mem-
bers of tribe who possess Kickapoo
blood,” *‘Activities of the Gold Star

. Wives of America,” “Anmaal report

of Little League Baseball,” “Sum-
mary and review of the continuing
study of rape,” “Efforts to reduce
paperwork and reporting.”
Periodically, Congress passes a
law to toss out some of the less useful
studies. Recent cuts from the annual
publication list include $7,000 worth of
reports on the Tule Elk herd in Cali-
fornia and $5 million worth of reports
on Federal employee training pro-

grams. .
Michael deCourcy Hinds
Warren Weaver Jr.
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PEC, WHICH STANDS FOR THE ORGANIZATION OF PE-

troleum Exporting Countries, is a four-letter word

synonymous with prodigious wealth, arbitrary
power, and fear. The wealth is from the combined oil sales
of its thirteen member nations, which exceeded $240 bil-
lion in 1981-——a sum greater than half of the entire M-1
money supply in the United States; the power from the
fact that its members control nearly two thirds of the free
world's oil reserves; and the fear from the threat that
OPEC might cut off this lifeline of energy, paralyzing the
world’s economy. Sixteen industrial nations, led by the
United States, banded together in 1974 to create an orga-
nization known as the International Energy Agency,

which, in the event of a dreaded OPEC cutoff, would ra-

tion the remaining supply of oil among the industrialized
nations. OPEC was taken so seriously that in 1979 Presi-

dent Jimmy Carter specifically blamed OPEC forboth the...

recession and inflation, and there were even hints from
Henry Kissinger of American military actions against
OPEC. Indeed, no other organization, with the possible
exception of the first Communist Internationale, has ex-
cited such fears on a global scale.

The continued preoccupation with the potential threat of
OPEC, however, distracted attention from the actual
flesh-and-blood organization that inspired it. Despite a
booming voice that has reverberated through the world’s
media for the past decade, it turns out that OPEC is an
‘astoundingly small organization. Its headquarters, in Vi-
enna, is its only office: there are no branches or represen-
tatives elsewhere. Except for the alert squad of Austrian
“Cobra” commandos with submachine guns guarding the
entranceway, the four-story building at Donaustrasse 93 in
downtown Vienna resembles any other modern office
building in Europe. It is built of gray marble and glass,
with a small parking lot in front, and almost identical
- buildings on either side, housing IBM and an Austrian
bank. In 1982, twenty-two years after it was founded,
OPEC employed only thirty-nine persons—all men—on

its executive staff. Not counting a few dozen Austrian sec- -

retaries and clerks and a handful of employees of OPEC’s
Fund for International Development (which awards grants
and other largesse to countries in the Third World), this

ATLANTIC MONTHLY
MARCH 1983 ,
Saudi Arabia finds in the perceived unity and
of OPEC a convenient illusion

THE CARTEL THAT NEVE

BY EDWARD JAY EPSTEIN ‘

first is the nine most populous countries, who desperately

¢

i
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Y,

staff’ of thirty-nine men constituted the entire worldwide
employment of OPEC. It included everyone from the sec- .

) retary general to the press officers. _ P

R e e e s e

need the oil revenues they receive, a secret 1982

CIA analysis showed that they would have a mini-

mum balance-of-trade deficit of $17 billion last year and

325 billion this year. When the economic situation of the

individual members is considered, it emerges that only a

few have any real room to reduce production without caus-
ing financial calamity for themselves.

The members of OPEC fall into two distinct groups. The

DESPITE THE MYTH THAT OPEC. STATES DO NOT

need every dollar of oil income they can get. For example, .
Venezuela requires all the revenue from its present pro-
duction of 2.3 million barrels a day just to pay the multi-
billion-dollar interest on its foreign debt. Ecuador, which is
in even worse financial straits, at full capacity cannot pay
its debt charges this year and has been forced into virtual
bankruptey. Nigeria, which imports more than $1 billion ;
worth of goods each month, eannot further reduce oil pro- :
duction without depriving its population of food and other °
necessities. Gabon, the other Black African member of
OPEC, is in a similar financial bind. Algeria, which has a
$17.5 billion foreign debt, and Indonesia, which has a $26
billion foreign debt, are almost entirely dependent on oil
revenues to avoid defaults. Libya, once a cash-rich nation,
recently announced that it will have to continue to produce
at least twice its “quota” in order to avoid bankruptey. Fi-
nally, Iran and Iraq, locked in an expensive war, need their
oil revenues to pay for arms and ammunition.

1
v, . -
]

CONTINTED™
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j
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ATOP LENIN'S TOMB, Soviet President Leo-
nid L Brezhnev is flanked by Politburo mem-
bers (from left) Konstantin Chernenko 5

PHILADELPHTA INQUIRER
L4 NOVEMBER 1982

kaolal A. Tikhonov, VlktOI' Gnshm and An.f
drei Kirilenko. A1l but Tikhonov are consid-
ered candidates to succeed Brezhnev.

4 possible successors 1o ]

rez}mev

identified in U S. mte}hgence rep@rt

"ByJama McCartney - -

N lnqmrer Hmhmgton Bumzu . -
_'“'WASHI\G’I'O\ — Sovnet Presxdent
‘Leonid L Brezhnev, long in poor
health; stands .“less than a 50-50
chance” of surviving the winter, ac-
cording to- a US. intelligence report’
that narrowed tle 1ist of probable.
successors to four. '

Two of the four — Yuri Andropov
former head. of the KGB, the secret
police, and Konstantin Chernenko, a .
close Brezhnev associate — were
tanked as the top candldates for
-Brezhnev's mantle. . : -

The report, whlch was produced _
du"mg the last several weeks, identi- -

- fied, two others .as potential” dark

horses: Vlktor Grishin, head of the
>Communist Party in ’Vloscow and

Andrei Kirilenko, a veteran Politbu-

“ro member and an expert in econom-

1c and industrial policy:

The report indicated that Gnshm S

chances were diminished by the fact

that he has never held national-level- .
responsibilities. Kirilenko, who as.

recently as.a year ago, was consid-
ered the leading contender, report-

--edly has been-afflicted with a serious -

illness and lately. has been consid-

ered out of the running.
Major parts of the report, which-
was obtainred by The Inquirer's

.Washington bureat, have been sent
.to Congress, and an edited version is

expected to be published within the
next several weeks by the Senate-
House Joint Economic Committee.

The document stated that.no mat-’
ter who succeeded Brezhnev, dra-
matic changes in Soviet policy ap-
peared unlikely, since all the
potential candidates have similar po-

litical obtlooks that also_are very

‘much like Brezhnew's.

“Changes in Soviet policies are not
likely in the foreseeable future no
matier who. wields the gavel in
Kremlin conclaves,” the document
stated.

“Conformity- is the key to promo-
tion in the Soviet system far more,
say, than in ours. and those who rige
to the top will be well-honed 1n the
value system of their predecessors.

" “The possibilitv of radical channe

early on is low.”
Brezhnev, who will turn 75 next

C 7-—_”317/, D

Approved For Release 2006101103 : CIA-RDP90-01137R000100060001-2




STAT

Approved For Release 2006/}1/83,: %&Dﬁ@%iﬂ%}BﬂRﬂwo 60001-2

26 OCTOBER 1982

=

czvien. Dezgerztic-Farmer-Labor Party candidate for the Senate, today
2 200 biliion reduction in the nation's defense budgaif over the next

¢ Braponent of a nuclear freeze, said even if the Reagan administration
g55 4o nat agree to a freeze, he would reject 'first-strike’ ! weapans
Sys<ems Such as the MX missile, the Trident 11 missile, the Pershing 11 missile
and the ground-launched Cruise missile. '

If the freeze idea is rejected -- and Daytan acknowledged that the Reagan
administratien is not likely to adopt it —- then he would go along with |
development of the Trident I missile, the Trident submarine and the air~launched
Cruise missile.

He said the United States must, in the absence of a freeze, continue to abide
by the MAD (mutual assured destruction) doctrine as a deterrent to Soviet
aggression. '

Dayton, who seeks the seat held by Independent-Republican David Durenberger,
said he views the air-launched Cruise missile as "'"retaliatory’' because it was
‘be on planes based in the United States. He said the ground-launched Cruise
Wouid be a first-strike system since it would be based in Europe.

B s T s )

Dayton szid he would not build the E-1 bomber, as the Reagan administration
a5 proposed, because (IA studies show the nation's present fleet aof E-52s
will be able to penetrate Soviet air defenses until 1990 sg he sees no need to
spend zbout $20 million a plane on the B-1. Dayton said he would support
development of the Siealth bomber, which is supposed to be ''invisible'' to
Soviet radar in the absence af a nuclear freeze,

e
R s e e e e
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Gasplpehne.’.f
'--Soéwetsl hint.
tmbehfd

TheChrishan Science Monitor iy
T T _.-'- ’JI ﬁmuoscow

; snags-and- econoxmc sacrifices:in 1ts bxd to
Lcounter Presndent Reagan s gas-pxpehne»

=sanctions. < -a--ss«--v EHRE -\‘-1-'1..5.-#* e
"Most~ dlplomats and * foreign™ “business -
sources here still feel that Moscow’s centrally *
‘ .,run economy- will ensure completlon of.some
Ry kmd of new Siberia-Western Europe ga&lmk
. by the current target date of January 1984.
Besides, these analysts say, the Soviets
can almost- certalnly meet initial gas-delivery
= reqmrements by making use of excess capac-.
ity in a smaller ‘export plpelme built m the
L. ,,19605e e s e 114 SNz s i 1]
;7 Arecent edition of the Soviet government
c"" newspaper Izvestia-added that a planned-
.. Czechoslovakian pipeline to link the new Sibe-_
-.rian export conduit with the West European
- gas grid would operate at *“full capacity” only
.-from 1988, but that this would not affect Euro-
- pean deliveries contracted for earlier. -+~
Aud on the political front, the men in the-
Lremlm can hardly be moummg the rancor:
. within the Western alliance-caused by Mr.-
: Reagan's June 17 expansxon of Us sanchons
= agamst the gas-line project. - i :
: But the official Soviet news medla have re-
cently given a number of indications- that
- building the new pipeline around the US trade
::.restrictions.. wnll be - trickier ;than: mmall ¥
sesnggested. . 1o et :
« -+ The first problem =2 and:;the one..in the
~. view of foreign analysts, least complicated to*:
~~counter ~— is the overall pace of work on the"’
i line. Although most Soviet accounts have in-
" cluded routine statements that, work is gomg
well. and that the pipe link will be done on or
.aheacl of schedule, the Communist Party:
" néwspaper Pravda struck’'a chscordant note
m an article Aug. 18. T
¥ It said government ofixcxals had concluded
that workers clearing the line’s roughly 2,700~
_ mile route - through some 450 miles. of;
swampland, 90 miles of permafrost, over 561 |

e
s
1
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" rivers or streams. and across botrure-oTar
and Carpathlan mountains — would have to’]
- step up their pace by *‘two or two-and-one-
half times" to stay on schedule. So the news"
., paper ‘'said, would crews doing the rest of the |
. pipeline project: constructing ‘living quar-,
.. ters, laying pipe, and settmg up 41 compre :
; sor stations. = .. g
- The Pravda artxcle seemed to 1mply that”
general snags ; in Soviet pipeline construction
detailed in earlier accounts published here’
" were hampermg the . Siberia-West Europe
-. project as well. These irclude shortcOmmgs‘
in planning and management i qmpment
andmtransportanon ' ;
The antidote; l’orelgn dlplomats assume, is*
to ensure top pnority within the Soviet econo-‘

. my for thé current pipeline’ pro;ect - some*' ’

thing: the Sovie’: authorities are clearly mov=:"
-ing to. do..m hopes of rnakmg the plpelme a
ity “to:

"¢ludes thattre Soviers Wil be able to meet ;
- their, gas delivery commitments to Western._]
;L + 1980S,™, desplte the

Réagan admmlstranon S Sanctions: ] o
“—Bnnronestrengttroﬁlreﬂovretetonomy 1s 1
the. prerogative ‘to set such priorities, cen-
- trally, one weakness appears in handling var-+
ious “pnomty" projects at once. The Siberian :
- pipeline is competing with other rhajor works’

: .already encountering problems of mfrastruc-
ture and equipment, for instance, the BAM '
trans-Siberian railway. That rail- line is in~’
< tended as a centérpiece for a new spurt in Si--
‘berian resource development. later in thlS dec-'
ade.

A second challenge tor the Sov:et econo-
my. more directly linked to the Reagan ad-

" ministration sanctions, is to develop a domes-

, _tlc substitute for the General Electric turbine..

- At first, the Soviets. demonstratively |-

shrugged off Washington’s move to embargo
.the. 25-megawatt machine, the unrivaled.
: world-market leader in powering high-capac-
- ity pipelines. Within days of- Mr. Reagan’s
~ June sanctions, the Soviets, whose domestic.
'_i pipeline workhorse is a less reliable and effi-’

. cient- 10-megawatt turbine, announced. the -

- successful preliminary testing of-a new ’25—;
. megawatt model by a factory in Leningrad. ’
~Yet amid generally glowing reports of _
. progress in the development and production
) -of the turbine; which is deemed in some ways"
" superior to the GE machine, there have been
*increasing indications of the sdcrifices in-
< yolved in building the Soviet competitor and_
of potential problems with the program. T,
At least 20 Leningrad factories, accordmg
to Sovnet news; medla reports have been
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ARTICLE AVPEARED THE WASHINGTON POST

AUGUST 1982 .
on pagz_ -G, 19 4y ?
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Armmg Castro: A top-secret CIA
report notes a significant develop-
“ment in Soviet military aid to Ciba

rin recent “years. Until about 1978,
¢ : the Russians shipped an'average’ of
r 11,000 tons of military hardwa:e to
‘ Cuba each year.. .
., “The ‘bulk -of mlhtary mnnage‘
- consisted of small arms, mortars and
ammunition,” the CIA reported, add- .
. ing that there was “no evidence of &
shift since 1968 in the basic Soviet
policy. of replacing Cuban military
- supplies and eqmpment, but with a
minimum of upgrading.™ F
¢+ But in 1978, the shipments began
- to include more sophisticated wezp-
onry. And the volume has also:in-
creased. Last year, the Russians sént,
Cuba 63,000 tons of .war materiel,
* twice as much as in 1980, and three
" times the amount sent in any smgte
_year since 1962,
. Intelligence agencies estimate the
" total value of Soviet arms shipped.fo -
. Cuba so far at some $2.5 billion, and:
.. one-fifth of that arrived in 198L. ., N

L
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p 35 ' WASHINGTON POST
!gl_e_,_____ 15 August 1982

Walter Scott’s

Jersonality narade.

" Q. | have heard that President lyndon johrson
.gave Israel the atom bomb. Is this true? Does Israel
have atomic bombs?—C.G., Qakland, Cal.
A. Lyndon johnson did not give Israel the atomic
bomb. During his_administration, *however, the
CIA informed him that, in its opinion, the Israelis
“had the know-hoiv to make nuclear weapons.- Six.
- years later, a 1974 CIA report -explained: “We |
believe that Israel already has produced nuclear
weapons. Our judgmentis based on Israeli acqui-
sition of large quantities of uranium, partly by.
clandestine means; the ambiguous nature of Israe-
li efforts in the field of enrichment; .and Israel’s
large investments in a costly missile system de—
signed to accommodate nuclear warheads.”
foreign intelligence circles, it has long been held
that Francis Perrin, scientific chief of the French
Atomic Commission for two decades (1950-70);
was helpful to" the Israelis—either knowingly or
unwittingly—by not hampering their acquisition
.of nuclear know-how from Saint Gobain, a French
* company particularly knowledgeable in the tech- V
niques of plutonium reprocessing. el
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. Communist.controiled .or foreign.in--
- spired link to the proiests against the

-sensitive’ status, was obtained !ﬂ)m DeBenedetti said, is that Johnson “jg.

NEW YORK TIMES
8 AUGUST 1982

STUDY OF PROTESTS
REPORTED IGNORED.

Johnson Got C.IA, Findings on
Antiwar Movement in 1967

TOLEDO, Ohlo, Aug, 7 (AP) — The |
Central Intelligence Agency toid Presi."
dent Johnson in 1967 that there was no

Vietnam War but he refused to believe
it, a historian says. o

A 23-page unsigned C.I.A. report, re-
cently declassified from ‘“top-secret —.

the Johnson Presidential library in Aus-
tin, Tex., by Charles DeBenedetti of the
University of Toledo. ‘.
. The report, submitted to Johnson in
ovember 1967 by Richard Helms, then
Director of Central Intelligence,
stemmed in part from a march on the
Pexétagon a month earlier, the historian
About 100,000 protesters took part in
the demonstration to oppose United
States involvement in Vietnam.

Mr. DeBenedetti, who' specializes in
the history? of the antiwar movernent,
said the report was mentioned by Con-:
gressional committess investigating in.

: telligence-gathering practices but was’

never made public before he obtained it

. last September.

He said in a paper that the iﬁtélli-;

- gence agency’s information to Johnson

was colored by “the agency’s bureau.
l ! i s H

i craticinterest in aiding the =i
» tiom in its aim of discrediting the anti-'
. waropposition.” . . . |

-

- Commumists’.'*

"basis of what we now know, we see no

STAT

7 7
Among the conclusions reached in the |
C.L.A. analysis was that while many an-
tiwar leaders Bad close Communist as-
sociations ‘‘they do not appear to be
under Communist direction.” :
“In any case,” the analysis said,:
‘‘their purposes insofar as the war in'
Vietnam is concerned coincide with the|

Noting contacts between antiwar
leaders and the North Vietnamese Gov-
ernment in Hanoi, the report.said that
*‘Moscow exploits and may” Jeed in-
fluence” peace groups through its front
organizations but that indications *‘of
cavert or gvert connections between
these U.S, activists and foreign govern-
ments are limited,”

The analysts concluded, “On the

significant evidence that would prove
Communist control or direction of the
U.S. peace movement or its leaders.”. , .

The importance of the- analysis, Mr.

nored it because it did not suit his politi-
cal purpase, which was to establish for-
eign control of the antiwar movement."” .
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ARTICLE APPEARED

ON PAGE___ |3 .

The Greai Laser Battle

Lines are being drawn again this year over the issue of
U. S. military space laser research and development.
Administration managers are trying to forestall an
attempt in the Senate to add funding for a demonstra-
tion program in space, and, after. President Reagan’s
favorable nod toward the concept during his cam-
paign, the reasons for the foot dragging are baffling
some of the participants, _
Sen. Malcolm Wallop.(R.-Wyo.), who is a leadér in
the Senate pro-laser forces, is critical of the Defense
Dept.’s management of the laser effort. He labels the

gambit to resist acteleration of the space-based laser -

program as the hostage-of-the-future technique. “It’s
an old bureaucratic trick,” he says, postponing action
available with today’s technology. by pointing to the
rosy potential of the, technology that will be coming

around the corner tomorrow.. =~ AT
The technology coming around the. corner tomor-

row is the short-wavelength high-energy laser that

Robert S. Cooper, director of the Defense Advanced
Research Projects Agency, encouraged’ the House
Armed Services Committee.to endorse. High-energy
laser research should bé reoriented away from Jong-
wavelength chemical lasers toward short-wavelength
lasers, the House committee’s report on the Fiscal
1983 Defense authorization bill recommends.

In line with that view, the House committee pro-

| poses to kill the Alpha hydrogen-fluoride chemical .

laser demonstration and the large optics demonstra-
tion experiment (Lode) and would delete as well $40

million for USAF to begin a space-based laser dem- .
onstration. Cooper is, at the least, passively standing -

by while the. House emasculates a near-term space
laser demonstration. Killing the Alpha and, optics
demonstration programs is a mistake that will lose a

valuable technology demonstration. Instead. of én
" acceleration of its high-energy laser effort, the U.S.

would be retreating -from the high ground of the
battlefield in space. : e

While Sen. Wallop’s criticism of the management
of the laser research program is directed at Cooper’s

~approach, Wallop’s objections go farther. As consti-
_tuted now, space laser program funding is divided -

among the Defense Advanced Research Projects

.Agency and the Army, Navy and Air Force. There is

no program office for a technology that could revolu-
tionize strategic warfare if it works. A legislatively
mandated creation of a program office by the Senate
last year—a highly*unusual statutory intrusion into
program management—was wiped out by the House.
That leaves space lasers as an individual laboratory

effort looking at pieces of the technology rather than -

an integrated program to find out whether lasers can
work as a weapon in space. § )
Impatience of the pro-laser forces in Congress with
the pace and management of the space-based laser
effort is reflected in the recent General Accounting
Office report o, thsvatbiret Rifictse 2606261103
existing Defense Advanced Research Projects triad
program and with Air Force responsibility for space-

N R . S . T

# thore concerned about their image in standing up to

AVIATION WEEK & SPACE TECHNOLOGY
26 April 1982 :

[ 48

1987 u.nless-funding levels are increased, the Teport

contended. Although Cooper believes the lasér pro-
‘gram is adequately funded, the GAO report argues
that its financing is actually the minimum to keep
things moving at all, - . -

Why the Defense Dept. is willing to settle for a

sedately paced laser program is a question that has X

not been fully answered in the wake of the purported-
ly inadvertent disclosure of a secret U. 9. intelligence

report on the Soviet laser program at a congressional

- hearing. That report said the Soviet Union has the
capability to deploy a space-based high-energy laser

- _weapon station within a year, with operational capa-
- _bihty as early as 1983 or as Jate as 1938, K
« Just because the Soviet Union puts a high-energy .
laser into orbit does not mean the U. S, should do so

willy-nilly. If the USSR can do the job technically,
_though, there is little doubt the U. 8. could do so if jt

1

accelerated its own work. This country leads the
Soviets by years in optical systems for Jaser weapon _

systems, sensors and avionics. The gains from a

- successful space-based laser weapon, particuilarly if it

‘can provide an early trajectory ballistic missile kill
capability, are so enormous they certainly justify the
risk in doing at least an orbital demonstration. No
" treaty or diplomatic reasons for not doing so have

arisen, and the explanation thus- devolves into a

financial one,

Comments from Administration officials— White
House Science Adviser ‘George Keyworth, for one— -
are not critical of the space-based laser s such; but

rather are skeptical of the time-scale on which the
development can be done. This is where Sen. Wallop

takes issue. He contends that U. S. industry has the -
.technical capability now in the eritical technologies,.
s that large enough mirrors can be built for a space

laser demonstration, that the pointing technology is in

hand, that a space-based laser could deliver enough

energy now to neutralize an unhardened ballistic
- missile warhead. - ... - L e el
. Industry, which has conflicting interests in compet-

ing technologies, lias backed off asserting its technjcal -

capacity in the laser weapons field, Sen:- Wallop

contends, bowing 6 the demands of the Defense Dept.

customer not to upset the budget applecart, Industry’s
position i not crossing its only customer is uinder-

in fact, the technology is near at hand. ~
There is no intention here to adjudicate whether the
technology is mature enough in the arcane world of
- high-energy lasers to warrant an accelerated orbital
demonstration program or whether long- ‘or short-
wave is the way to go. There are merits to both

* standable, but not in'the best interests of the nation if;

téthnologies. Howevef, there is an aura on the part of

the Administration thit technology managers are

Ymake the case for what will look like a blue-sky
QrofRRDA D20 1h3Y REOMMANAEOAAD merits of the
technological case. It is a matter of being preoccupied
with the dollar risk of failure rather than the cost of
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PHILADELPHIA INQUIRER <
5 APRIT, 1982

AR "L‘S AE"’:_‘.T_L.D

'\" ".3‘

wirdefense spokamen havé: ]leave ‘the “high-risk - ‘areas™ 1
- saidz But if there were an xmmmenb .waiting for orders; 14 percent woild
; Rea: _threat-of:nuclear-attack, it recom-wi ‘Tefuse to Iez;;ehan&its per;:tag:1 :rst;léld
g "* mends that the cities be evacuated? have to stay behind to perfo
gan's ambmogs ed‘;“l defen? prg- .because they often-are located near- . tial services. . ¥ o
gram — Inten - 0 assure the 15“ - military. mstallanons or other lxkely - In that event th study, said,. th 14
vival of most Ae mt:}an.sm anubca;:g “targets. . o~ ?i relocations could” ‘probably be per— B
war with tP ¢ Sov:et nlon==1s Designers o[ rhes«&.l billion sé .1 formed within.two days-for all areas .
] rear: -anti 4 of the nation ‘éxcept the New York
T and Los Angeles metropohtan areas;
4 which ‘would:, reqmre about three h

~The plan calls for evacuaung alr’l - The plan assumes that
get America's bxg cities for de US. cities with more than 50,000 resi- . ‘the United States would be signaled |
. . _dents.and. rel‘ocatmgr people awa by indications that the Sowets Were '
' “* from- mmlle mm bomber bases and mptying their - cities.* Such .>move-".-
: By ent could be detected by satellites, -
Up totwo-thxrds of the US popul Surprise. _attack ” is.- consxdered 1.
- tion-Would be-moved from 380 such-s highly™ unhkely," Said’ the: 'Federal
- “high-risk areas” inte:: Jower-risk - * Emergency . Mapagement;.'Agency -,
areas—places one study‘calls “rarm (FE‘le) which_has responsibility
T and hamlets,” +%; : R ® civil- defens =“Most experts-be-
i Evacuees woul = be expected~‘ to" I:lieve that an att ck on the U.S. would |
< bnng their own food. .. - wri¥iseiiZeome only in thé'€ontext of a lengthy -
~A 1978 study performed under-con period of international crisis.” .
tract ‘by- System Planning: Corp,, : The agency cited 'a 1978 ClA regort
consulting firm,: .predlcted that 1 to bolster the view.that Soviet activi-.,|
: ' 4 percenlt;, of the apopulanon rwould 5“1V wou _R_W[m de aWarning The CIA | -
o ) - .had_sal Vxem

through evacuation,: "

1 'azz-i K

_ "'Our mtelhge cgk smdxes mdxcate_ S
gthatasamaner of policy.the¥ are not:
Y beutondestmymgpop anons.sax ,

. ~have this vast countryand ﬁobodz.‘;o '
Lrupit” hesaxd.i‘. o ,@qﬁ... S

L
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ARTICLE APPEARED LOS ANGELES TIMES
oN PAGE___ 5 23 March 1982

By BILL BILLITER, szes Swﬁ erte-r s
%ACRAMENTO—-Democrauc Serat.e can dar.e Gpre deal told an over-

" flow audience:here Monday that the
_nation towardmnuclear war:~

. Speaking before about 1, OOOniembers of Lhe non -partxsan Comstock Club
anal‘repeatedly asserted his belief tha.‘gthe Pentagon wants war and _that

'big business is eager for.its profits.-.
“In a garrison state, ‘you must
fight an occamonal war to convince
the taxpayers ‘that- the money
“(going to the military) is well
“ spent,” Vidal said. - -
< Vidal, an internationally famous
" duthor, touched on many topics but
made war his central issue. .
-America-has glamorized war, and
‘the military-industrial complex
“finds it profitable, Vidal said.
Therefore, he said, the Reagan Ad-
ministration has wﬂnng supporters
for talk of war.
© *"We are like an aﬂed Clark Kent

" He said that Weinberger and the
Defense Department are trying to
convince the nation that Russia has

-.designs on the Middle East bécausé |

" it needs energy supplies there. Vi--

tdal said the Central JIntelligence
Agency was truthful ior ance,

' for arewrite,” Vidal said, adding:

‘ rushing back into " a telephone
hooth,” Vidal said, referring to how
America continues to see itself asan,

. not s0 dangerous.

. international policernan.
Vidal said that President Reagan |
“and his Bel-Air crusaders’—an.
apparent ‘reference to the ‘Pres-
lident’s  wealthy - advisers<-are‘]
“trying to stir-up Ametican., sen-",
-:timert for mvolvement. inEY Salva~
- dorand Nlcaragua. 1

. Called Unlearned

. .*They are- trymg fo- cook. - up:
. somethmg down there,” Vidal said..
= *Luckily, this ‘- particular- group,”

" they are very vague about. hxstory‘ .

_ and geography and things like that.. /]
. “I know for a fact.that Mr. Rea-:
gan is not clear about the difference -
“petween the Medici and Gucm. He"
- knows that Nancy wears one.” =
;. "The comment produced: a howl of
“ laughter from:. the audience. Vidal:
punctuated his- unprepared speech-
* with.scores of satiric rapier thrusts |
‘ that brought laughter in the xmdst_—-
: of grim predictions of nuclear war. . .
* “Now there'is a loose gun,. (De-
“fense Secretary) Cap Weinberger-
"who is getting ready for a nuclear:
‘. war—all-by. lmnself I.hope,” Vidal:

i Sa.\d. y _u,..‘zp-_-uram ia.s...un‘q&h’iﬁﬁ-h.

“Pless their wickad nearts” and told

the Whife House that iiussia ac-
tually has more enerﬂy supuhes

than 1t needs.
“The (CL%) report was. sentbac&-

“This would be funny, if it were

Vidal sad the upsnot of, war ta.lkf
3 abont. Central America and the Mid-
..dle East is that the Defense Depart-
*ment now isitrying. 10 convince:
{ Americans that: they eould survive
a nuctearattack: -

. He said  that’ the Pentagorr.'
ihOWever is saymgthat ‘we-would

‘need an exght-day wammg to eva~

ir‘cuate our citiess: 2 K
- Smiling, dea} saxd the “eight-
‘day-evacuanon requirernent: could:
7]ead.to international talks between.
Reagan and Sovxet Presxdent Leon-
,1dI Brezhnev..: - ]
“*“] can see’ that conference be--_
tween Reagan and Brezhuev,” Vi--
‘dal said."One- would say, 'l 'want.

‘eight days’ warning,” " and the other:
would say, ‘1l give you seven,’ Vi-:
idal said. The audienc again ke ;
mto laughter.:; SR
Lt Interspersed “between  his- dark
JOkeS about nueclear holocaust, Vidal ;
imade his position clear on two Sen-
.ate jssues he opposes the draft and
‘he favors, withdrawing. U.S, troops,
“from North Atlantic Tréaty Organi-
.zation (NATO)r countries i West-

a&@.“....mfp._}ue mix iy ‘aﬁ.&éx"u&-‘ Kl
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he lights du:n.med, the projéctor

beamed and the.screen filled with
-blown-up aerial photographs that conjured
up an earlier time of confrontation. Beforea
packed house of reporters, John Hughes,

the photo-intelligence expert who present-

. _ed the evidence in the Cuban missile crisis
twenty years ago, took a pointer last week -
and made the Reagan Administration’s

- case against Nicaragua. Flipping through

the grainy photographs, Hughes said the

" Sandinistas have built 36 new military in- -
stallations in just two years. He pointed to

new airfields, lengthened runways and a

dramaticarray of Soviet-madetanks, truck- - .

drawn howitzers, helicopters and amphibi-
ous ferries. He showed Nicaraguan troops
in training and put the total number of men
under arms at 70,000—thebiggest and most

threatening army in Central America. -

“Who is helping the Sandinistas do this?”

" heasked. “The fingerprint we find, in every
case. . . [belongs to] the Cubans.”

The carefully orchestrated show-and-tell
session was the most successful elementina

ragged propaganda blitz last week. The of- .
" fensive seemed to reflect the Administra-
" tion’s growing frustration over the limits of
_itsability toactin Central America, Neither
- Congress nor the public seems inclined to
" acceptReagan” s
"+ meddlingintheregion.
: allbutruled outdirectmilitaryintervention. -

. armsfrom Nicaragua to El Salvador.

ﬁg‘%roved For Release 2006f0it/03EXCIA-RDP90-01137RP00100060001-2
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Bruce Huartel

As 4 result, the Administration has found
itselfwithfewalternativesother thansound-
ing everlongerand louder alarms.

It was hard to say what the alarm bells

foretold. ‘Washington seemed tobeplayinga -

high-stakes game of psychological warfare

" designed to keep the Nicaraguans, Cubans
and Soviets guessing about Reagan’s ulti- -

mateintentions. One possibility wasthat the

. Administration was hoping to use its evi-

The Administration
launches a frenetic
propaganda campaign
that leaves troubling
questions unanswered. -

tions to help cut the flow of arms to Salva-
doran leftists. Looming behind it all was the
prospect of adarker plan: a CIA proposal to
help paramilitary groups cut the flow of

" Therewasnodoubtabout the earnestness
of the Administration’s concern, but its me-

onstrated that the Sandinistas had been far

- that was never the problem.”

-first step went dLSastrously awry. The State
Department invited six reporters to inter- {-
.view Orlando José Tardencillas Espinosa,
- 19, a Nicaragpan captured in Fl Salvador.
..~ Tardencillashad “confessed” earlier that he

- istas, But when the tape recorders started
. - rolling, he stunned thereporters—and U.S.
.. officials—by suddenly taking back every-
. thing he had said. He described himselfas a
. free-lance revolutionary and said he had
» . been tortured and beaten into collaborating
dence to enlist other Latin American na- .

" . given a choice. I could come here and do

|-
.1
l

from candid about the size of thexr :mhtary ‘

“buildup, nothingin the declassified material :
. showed a direct conduit of arms into EI .
Salvador. “I think most people were ready | -

tobelievethat the Nicaraguans are building
up their army,” said one U.S8. official, “bm ;

The Administration hoped to make thc }
Nicaragua-Salvador connection with a pa- |
rade of witnesses from the front—but the !

had been sent to the war zone by the Sandin-

thhElSalvadorandWashmgton “Theday

before I came, an officer from the U.S. Em- !
bassy told me what I should say,” he said. -

- “Hetold me they needed todemonstrate the

presence of Cubans in El Salvador. I was !

whatI’mdoing—orfacecertaindeath.” -

Tardencillas’s bizarre turnabout left the |

e IR R AT e RdT o ‘;":ﬁj:’;;;e:: el

secret mtelhgence data on the Sandinistas’

- CONTINTIETY

i
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Beheved in:

’ qenate Majonty Leader I-Iowam}x
Baker announced weeks ago that the :-
threat to.. President. " Reagan-~ and >
other high officials: from Libyan. as- §

sassination squads was" “dxmmxsh--j

ing” What was diminishing was the--
credlblhty of thereported threat gl

The charges that led to the inter-_ -

national uproar—and the tightened. --._who would be willing to sell infor-

‘mation on the drug ‘traffic. The CIA -

. recognized some of them as hustlers .
-who had been peddling phony doc-
uments *for. years, . Oddly enough, -

McRas has seen parts of this report.. ;'.-though the -CIA 'itself was dubious

-~ From the- outset, foreign: policy

security measures at.. U.S.-border

crossings —~ were contained in.a 40- "~

page -secret- report by the- Central

Intelligence -Agancy to the National

Security Council. My assoctate- Ron

experts outside: the spy agency as-

‘sessed the CIA’s assassination alarm -
as “possible, but not - much: better: Beirut. -
than 10 percent” But’ obwouslyf» _Jﬁscorem n'u
‘however farfetched: the possibility, it -

‘had to'be. treated senously by secu- -

rity agencxes :
. “The Secret Semce tracks down

‘dozens of crank calls every year, in-

cluding threats to shoot Reagan with

‘psychic bullets,” one “official pointed
out, adding=“But we don't broadcast.'.
them all over the world.” : ¢

- What  made. non-CIA people;m

“Vy So ?ew

THE WASHINGTON POST
7 January 1982

Libyan hit squad story is clear from

. the CIA report itself:. -
"~ »The chief source of the hit
~ squad’ allegation, who - claimed to
. have been present when Libyan dic--

The ‘Hlt Squaa’

tator Muammar Qaddaﬁ .gave orders ~

for the assassins’ mission, demanded

* $500,000. for his information (wheth-
er. he: received it is unknown). The
fact that the informer passed a lie- .

“detector- test is not”compelling; a
‘practical liar can beat- the gadget,

particularly someone ‘with the cool-’

_ness to demand a half mﬂhon for hls
story I

e The mformer also provnded the -

names. of some buddies:-in Beirut

* - about this part of the informer's ma-
terial, the ‘Drug Enforcement ® Ad- .

“‘ministration began stuffing suitcases
~full of cash in antnc:patlon of a blg

“computer- error” and were quickly. -
“removed. Yet the names were still on ..
the list in. documents jssued at least_’
the admmnstrahon suspicious.of the: “£12 days | later Ly 2

g - paign directed at Qaddafi. The cam-
o Two of the 14 names “on the hit’

- squad- were members ‘of the Le-
- banese Shiite Moslem" sect, Amal,
* :-which has been engaged ina blood
 feud with Qaddaﬁ since their leader,

- Mousa Sadr, disappeared in Libya in

/1978, The FBI claimed’ that. the
- names. were included because of a

al of the 1ntom1ers are
’ known to have comnections with Is-
-raeli intelligence, which would have
“its own reasons to encourage a U 3 -
.Libyan rift.

* the- hit squad’s -existence -“over--
whelming,” and predicts that Ymore-
detailed information is forthcoming™
from rellable SOUTCEs, None ma’cen-'

ahzed ‘.'{ - .g..-\.'-'v L .‘-.
e The CIA report prndxcted con-"

fidently that its evidence “guarantees”
the support of allied govemments in.
- any action deemed reascnably. nec:
essary to protect the lives of Amer-

ican officials.”: In  fact, our allies,

when briefed on. the. CIA findings,
found them unconvincing—in a class

earlier last -year,. which was .later.
shown-to have relied on highly ques--
tionable and pmbaoly forcred docu--
ments e '
Footnote: There s a poesmmty
. that the CIA was played for a sucker:
~;hy its_own “disinformation” - cam-

-paign, ordered by CIA Director le-
. liam J. Casey last May, used fore:gn
natmna]s for the dirty work. -

and without  proper: supervision by.

“ American ‘agents, it’s possible- the |-
CIA’s foreign hirelings cooked up the| -

" “hit squad” on their own. It fit neatly.
into the Reagan administration’s po=
.. litical scheme: of things, and—voila.,

“»The report calls the ewdence of -

with the white paper en El Salvador. | RS

- Knowing ‘what the CIA wanted

full-blown mtematxonal mcxdent
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“World is pressing-for-a greater say at a
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By Sh‘l‘H prsxv

NEW YORK-— "'he Umted \Ianons is -
edv'm? toward the launch of its long-sought .
telobal negotiations.™ These- would be the
grandest of all talks between the rich na-
tions of the “North* and the-poor lands of -~
the-*South,” The Third World is eager for
the talks, and Japan acd Europe are will=-
ing. But 2 skeptical Reagan administration .
is still debating whether it wants- to go~
along with a set of talks the ideology be=*t

hind whxch it regards as-hestile to Ameris +7

can interssts. A reso]uhon“twpmceed cou
come up far & vote inr the-UN soon, -

On the eve oi-the-decision; bowev_er' a
confidential memo by the”Central Intelli~

‘Eence Agency is raising some troublesome. *. doyvelopment needs of poor countries. A

third is to steer more IMF lending to the - .
*_ Third- World by easing the stiff n:qmre~-‘._ N
* ments the Fund unpmes on borrowmg cov- -

uestions avout one of the- more sensmve*--
.issues -surrounding . global’ neeotiations -

whether the talks could-lead to an emsion
of the indeperdence of the World Bank and «
the International -Monetary - Fund. Many -
believe that the developing-lands want to -

use these taiks to lift Into-the UN General '_

Assembly, ~where: each country has one-

vote, some decisions previously left to the- e
Furd and the Bank, where countries vote - °

according to t'ow much money lhey ve paxd :
in, S :
© The issue-is excepuonally mponant, in-
volving the question of who would—and

should=econtrol the strategic’ decisions on

how these agencies parcel out -billions of -
doliars a year in- Western development aid
and ba]arce-of-paymenb loans, The Third:

time when some donors; the'U.S0 lrrpam

ular; are complaining: the-Banic and: me;iq..ﬁnxncxal contribution, The fifth is to set up

i I IR I

Fund are already too fax” "} W
America’s position-is clear; President
Reagam, at Cancun last October, madejt a°
condition of U.S. participation that global -
talks respect the Integrity and compelence -

of the specialized agencies, The CIA'S Tesvi.n

port doesn't suggest'the UN bas any legal

-power 1o take over the-intermnational finan- -
cial institutions. But the CIA raices ques-i7-

tions about whether the indeperndence of

. “appears ready to compromise utopian

.. Monetary Fund.” .
.. Yet change in the Fund and the Ban‘c is
certainly an aim of the Third World. The: T
CIA report lists five separa..e Third W()rld o

- Though it hasn't spoken specifically-on

WALL

STREET JOJ”{\-*L
16 Decen

~o=r 19€1

be receptwe “The Thl‘d Wr)r‘d it savs,

"'ﬂand Global Nego

“ privacy of a CIA memo. Most nations, the!

- plans for restructuring the world economy -

:, and accept negotiations that would provide

.- of the World Bank and ihe Intﬂmat'oml

goals in this regard. |
- One is to expand resources av‘ulable for .
lendm" to the developing lands. by permit-

second is to link the.creation andallocation -

_it tvam: to go along with

ile t0 Amencan m-terests. S

World's participation in Bank and Fund de-
v that ties a country’s. voting strength to its

& spectat World Bank- 2ffiliate -to-fund -
Third Werld energy projects, - -

. all these issues, the Reagan administration:
.. probably opposes every one of these goals.

. .how our allies come-out on the issues..

~Italy, for-example,:sides- with the Third -
World on each-issue, while France-.and - -

- Canada tilt to the Sonth side on every issue

the Bank and the Fund could be guaran-. m.dbut giving developing lands a bigger vote -

teed in the political sense, once global pe=—a

gotjations got rolling, and mg-e:its._he U.s
is lixely to get little help from its fellow
members of the industrialized-~world. -
Failare Would Isolate- America ~ ="'
The U.S. arnbassador to the UN, .Ieane
Kirkpatrick,” who comissioned the CIA.
assessment and submitted it last week to
the National Security Council, -apparently .
helieves it supports her-contention that the
U.S. ought to join-the global. talks, though- .
the CIA jtsell doesn’t appear, on the basis-
of the memo, to be a partisan in the inter- .
nal administration debate, A fajlure
global - negotiations, M

.others huve argued, would isolate :\merica '

from friends in Eorope apd.Japan, as’ weil .

me tha T™hiwe) Wanld Cha hes comiernthd b o o

in‘the Bank and the Fund. West Germany -

favors. expanding resources, relaxing con--

ergy -affiliate, but opnuses the special~

. : drawing-rights link and the change in vot-
Aing strength, Japan and Britain side with -
. the S on all i issues but the World Bank - .

enervy affiliate, which they favor,
Commenting an their pesitions, the CIA

-report says France is "phslosophlcal]y

~committed to economic refortn” of the
. type propesed by the UN group; Canada
-~seeks a “leadership role in negntiated re-.

. form™; West Germany believes | in scme re-

oin. orr g t 3 e
M ORI SR MWWMQ.& 13
.- hance credentials with the Third Worid"'; -
.. Britain Is skeptical but the other Europe- ,mmn&m that the U.S. knows how to sayJ

maney Betmed IVt Thm T e e b ?? o o s

of the IMF's special drawing Hghts to the - = oo S0 08 ion Pl ook e miich o,

ditionality and-setting up a World Bank en~-. .- he an abstacle to consensus. However. we

- know how to say no, And we are unhke:y

", tions.

-\ their reformist sentiment into concrele ae-
“tion” . S

.~ Making Refo Litis S

ting the World Bank to guarantee-and the - - rra Political .

IMF to cofinance private bank loans.’ A -y Use global neoonauonsqapursue:ts strat-

“.ommendations 1o- the specialized agencies.
- that conform to 2 *‘world economic devel~
“opment plan.”

E A‘*‘s'képz;caz odministra-
“ tiom 35 sill debating whether .

- lead in mobnhzmg ‘the latem snpport for
" reform.”

ctalks v 1t regards as hos-'f'-*.

BN

" change within the Bank and the Fund. It

: - . " s The “in t -
ernmenls. A fourth is !o boost the Third - says the “independent nature of the finan

¢

-~.yoting give the U.S. a veto and the ability
cisions by changing: the current system-..w, control the pace of change.” The CIA.
s> warns, however, that ‘pohnca! and eco-

' noruie incentives. for. Westem Europe and |.

;The CIA Teport includes a chart showing:: *tigna) Security Councif discussion paper:on-|

* the question of how- the 1738 should vote on-
- & UN resolution launching global negotias-
- -alluded to. Such a resolution, the NSC's pa--

- of situations such as this ona in which the

“fronted with the“same sort of problem
» “when he was debating whetker to go to the
- summit meeting . at Caniun, He dida't

- pary talss. Now the UN is itching to rish

" to “reform the financial institations.” It.

“posals™ mean the U.S. “may have to acl

- gn this general one,”

STAT

13’(101’18

lclly behmd the U.s. pnsmon even in the

CIA notes, have given the Third Worla po-|
.. litical support mthm the UN but have
.apmcedural protection for the compelence .~

maintained “basically conservative™ posi-
tions in the international firancial Instity.'

“Global negoliations,” it says,w
*could be the catalyst that impels indus.
trialized countries to make a political deci-
'sion on whether they wish to transform

* : The Third World blce, says the CLA will
egy of maxing reform oF the international
an economic question,” pressing the Gen-
eral Assembly to issue guidefines and rec-

Ard the- developing lands
will press the industrial nations to commit.
‘themselves early on i zlobal nesotiations:|
predicts France and Canada will take the-

The CIA‘ in: a Loncludmw note on

*prospects,” " reckons ' global r'e°oua.uom‘
~are likely -.1o " moderately - acce‘ente

cial institutions and the power of weighted-

Japan to lend support :o Third World pro-:
alone.10° ensure autonomy--and. finaneial:

discipline of the IMF and the YWorld Bank.'"-
“- Can the U.S. musterthe wili? In a Na--

“tions, the warnings voxced by-the CIA are:
per says, “will surely 1:wolve us in a series-

U.S. will be under pressure to-*go along® or-

-ever to.be as i.solated on a specific § .ssue as

- Of course, Pre&dent"ﬁeaﬂan was con-

-really want to enter global riegotiations,
but he agreed at Cancun to enter prelimi-

- through the preliminary:talks into global™

O e

sard tlone. In the end it may not prove so
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THE WASHINGTON POST
9 December 1981

Technological Race: Téehnolog-
ically, the U.S. armed forces have
managed to keep ahead of the Soviet
war: machine, But in the" last few
years, the Russians have been catch-

.ing up with giant strides. - = . °

"One’ Pentagon report estimates
‘that the Soviets outspent us in re-
'search and development, testing and
evaluation by almost 45. percent, or

875 billion, in the demde"of the

1970s. “Currently, the nstlm&bed an-
rual dollar cost of Soviet military
RTD&E activities exceed those of
the United States by approximtely

-100 percent,” the report warns, - -

One area in which Soviet- scien .

tists have been particularly success: !

ful is the development of composite
materials. These are combinations of
chemically. different materials: ar-
ranged: to. obtain properties-the ma
terials do not have separately. The

whole, in other words, is greater thanA

the sum of its parts. .

A top-secret CIA report,.-seen by
my associate Dale Van Atta, explains.
‘the significance . of. this seemmgly
unexcntmv technological-advance. -

“The USSR. has- - made” ma]or

) stndam the.use of advanced forms.
‘of composite materials in suclr weap- |

ons as offensive and defensive mis-

- . ‘siles, aircraft and tanks,” ‘the CIA-
. reports, “Composites cut weights and.

costs, provide protection against ra-

‘diation-and high temperatures, and

reduce the effects of wbratxon and
fatigue” - . 0 cpeies el

BN s a0

STAT

[0100060001-2
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Uniting Against Libya

Anwar Sadat’s lastjoint venture with the United States wasan
ambitious new strategy far dealing with Libya’s Col. Muammar
Kaddafi. Administration strategists have begun intensive plan-
ning with Egypt for a combined response to a Libyan attack on

the Sudan or other Soviet-backed aggression in North Africa.

The two countries will soon form a joint military commission to
hclp plan such operations—including 2 possible Egyptian inva-
sion of Libya, though Egypt’s military isn’t ready to take on
Kaddafi yet. The Administration has already decided to acceler-
ate deliveries of weapons, probably including Redeye anti-
aircraft missiles to Sudanese President Jaafar Nimeiry. Says one
Reagan strategist: “We don't necessarily want to kill Kaddafi;
_we just want to tie him up.”

_The Carter Administration discouraged such thinking by the
Egyptians, but the Reagan team reversed American pohcy and
began talks with the Evyptxans early this year after Sadat

‘suggested an invasion of Libya to
counter Kaddafi’'s expansionism.
_Although there is no evidence
" linking Kaddafi to Sadat’s assassi-
nation, the murder has given the
project new momentum. A still-
secret CIA report has identified as
many as sixteen terrorist training
camps for foreigners in Libya.
_NEWSWEEK has also learned that
Kaddafireacted to the downing of
two Libyan jets over the Gulf of
Sidra last August by ordering the
.assassination of the U.S. ambassa-
dor to Italy, Maxwell Rabb, 71,
‘whois Jewish and a friend of Presi- -
dent Reagan—a plot that was
aborted when JItalian police de-
ported ten suspected Libyan hit
men. Washington officials now
.believe Kaddafi has called off the
assassination attempt, but theyare
not entirely certain. After the Gulf
of Sidra confrontatién, U-5. mtel-

Lgence also picked up evidence

 that Kaddah had haiched yet an-

NEWSWEEK
19 October 1981

Kaddaﬁ with Yasir Arafat: A threat too-long zgnored 4

Patrice Bzrrat-—Gamma—Lnamon

other assassination p
In 1976 Kaddaf s |
ambassador to Egyp!
international terrorist
Alir Force Base in Lit
across the desertandc
gottenwind ofthe plot <
thetwo assassins close

amessage warning himto call off the scheme. Kaddafi responded
by quoting a versg from the Koran challenging Carter to supply
evidence to back up his charge. When Carter did so—in detail—
Kaddafi exploded, but the plan was called off. One would-be
assassin was captured; the otherescaped.

Bright Staxz The United States and Eg gypt will tzst some of
their contingency plans next month in a joint military exercise

_called Operation Bright Star. Although details have not been

decided, U.S. strategists are considering an airlift of Egyptian
troopstothe Sudan under the cover of AWACS aireraft and also
the dispatch of a small detachment from the Rapid Deployment
"Force to-join the maneuvers. In
responsé to an attack on the Sudan
or other Libyan provocations, the
U.S. Sixth Fleet could be sent back

Kaddafi’s air force and pose prob-
lems for Soviet supply ships and oil

“Those two jets were a sample,”
obstacles to the plans are the sorry

state of Egypt’s military and the
now uncertain state of its politics.

ché. “Every plan is ready,”

©  says. “But believe me, we need

dangerous.”
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into the Gulf of Sidra to distract :

tankers carrying oif out of Libya. .

saysaU.S. official. “Wearewilling -
to go tothe legal limits.” Themain

. Egypt has 367,000 men under

- arms compared, with beya s
53,000, but Libya has 2,700 tanks |
and 500 top-flightaircraft, accord- . -
ing to an Egyptian military atta~ !
he

 MICHAEL REESE with JOHN WALCOTT
in Washington and bureau reports

41 equipment to fulfill our plans. We
" arein a hurry—-any delay will be .




- fortunately, is the Soviet. civit. defense

-, Soviet Union, civil defersé is trider. thm
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Jack Anderson

Vinﬁa}ﬁe
A War? -

A chilling new attitde toward nu-
~ clear warfard "has become ‘perceptible
in both Washington and Moscow. The

Russians are bo!steﬂng their civil de-|

* . fenses. Secret intelligence reports warn
 that Kremlin léaders beheve the Soviet
" Union can now withatand a riuclear at-
tack. American and Soviet- strategists;
.alike have suggested-thal’ nicleas ‘war]
.-onceunthinkable, is now possible, - -
Vice .President George Bush ‘who
; ghbly declarnd Tast ; year ;hat a. nuc!ear;
war was “winpable,” has his: eountar-]
parts in the Kremlin-One of them’ un.|

.zchief: and - deputy deferm"mmrsterr
- Gen. AT Atunin, 22 500
He has written thst-adeqmte prepa,
. ration for nuclear’ syrvival has become,
_ without a doubt, ong of the decisive | fac-
“ tors ensuring the’ ability ‘of: tbévstate'fo
. fanction i’ warhmé and” in- the finél
5 analysza, the attainment of ¥
A -secrel: report ‘on:Soviet: cml 4
fense by the Army:Comtrol. and Disan;
- mament Ageney, meanwhile, spells. out.
- the difference. between the Rugsians

oA,

608 pokeyin gt
g’ eral PuUrpo9s)” Soweb civilideferise® ohv

‘ganization.and :objectives-differ iry es |

_-sential respects,” thenpeﬁ-.mnelndm,
.The. primary. difference: s that in" the,

“military; in the United States, the Fed:! :
~eral’ Emérgency ‘Mansgement: Agency;
- isnot part of the Deferse Depdrtment.. A
++* The Russians’: civik- defense:; forces
conisists- of 117,000 persormet, -at. least: ]
- 40,000 of whom are railitazy. In tithe oi i
'-war, they :all : repo:t.m tha m}htaxy:
leader in their disrict.. 7 i "1

; tg come out on top in a postwar world.

. expect military production to continye:

: cantl v reduce the number of immedi. .

“'mediate blast fatalities nignf be-éq

. guffer in excess of. 50-million dead ard -

THE WASHINGTON POST
4 QOctober 198]

" Huamane considerations are second-

“ary in the Soviet plans for'a rmcleara
war. The most. 1mportant zoal is to ] pro-;
'vide'a command center for the nation’ 37
--leadership- and promote. swift reoovery

“In Soviet civil defense. docmne
“the report explains, “the redugtion’ of
fatahues from a large-scale nuclear ex-
- change viés in impertancel with: mairs |
" tenance of a-mobilization base for the
-,conduct..of - conventional or low-levet-.
_nuclear "conflict;. The availability_.of |
- shelters for essential workers near Xkey .
factories indieates ‘the Soviets would

:-during hostilities to suppon operanons
by the armed forces.” " ’
‘But: there is“one thmg we- should

make sure the Soviets understand: No
" matter how extensive-a system. of city 1

. bomb shelters.they build, at least-ones ]

+ fourth of the nation’s populahon would 3
* ‘probably. be killed in the firsf miniites
- of ‘& nucléar-war. -That 3 about 70 md- ;
hon péople,-. : : 5
= The only: thmg that. coukbsrgnﬁr-:

- ate deaths, the-ACDA: report 8ays,lis,
Imase evacuation. of Sovi et cities,- As:
summv “effective.evacuation of 8 per-";
cenr. “of urban inkabitants,” the ims
at ih-
* half.. But the fepért ‘adds:’ "Althouvh

. effective-evacuation could halve s} short<’
term casualties, the Soviets. would still 4

injured-. resulting . from-. ‘immediate”
_ weapon' effects. If.all US. weapons |
- were groundburst to maximize- fatal. -
- ities, an-additional 15 million. short: 3
tetm casvalties would decur.” 23
: “The longer: term effects: of mclear‘1
war on the-survivors ‘cannot be: easaiy,,
. estimated,” the report. notes, “Undoubt..
. edly, shortages of food and medical at- ”
 tention “and - disruption of - pmim:tl_on"”J
“and ‘distribistioh, would-farther i in¢réase &
Josses and hansperrecovezy efforts2 % 13

STAT
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i fense programi:iy tEe provision of shel--
.. ters forvirtually. the whole of the civil

..the.secret report. “The Sowet, Uhitn-
* possesses. on’ the order of 159 leséec-
_ship protéction’ facdmes which casr a¢<)
‘commodate" 110,000 people: Mors: may
“exist whlch hava nof beerrloeawd"'an&

- 'The' most. frightening section: of the: 4

; report., which was reviewed. by my ax-a-l
. ‘sociate: Dale: Van Atta, describes the

steps taken by the Soviet hxera:d\y for-
self-preservation, - . !
“A key aspect of the Scmet civit de~ |

and military leadership stratuni,” says-

Apprq’ved For Release 2006/01/03 : CIA-RDP90-01 137R000100060001-2
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HEROI OUTPUT 0P -
N PAKITAN AREA
nge Aides'Reportédly Refusﬂ

t0 Grack Down on Producers
* Nlong the Afghan Border

© ByMICHAELT.KAUFMAN ¥ 7|
- SpecialtaThe New York Times 7 *
KARACHI, Pakistan, Sept. 2 — West-
e diplomats and law enforcement
agents in Pakistan say that some of this
country’s officials.are refusing-to crack
dowm on illegal Jaboratories: producing
heroin. . Tl 0T Ll
The bulk of the rising production, the
foreign sources say, comes from ram-
shackle labs that have sprouated in the
so-cailed tribal belt along the tensa bor-
der with Aighanistan, -* S,
One Western drug expert says there.
- are about 20 such labs that can each
produce up to 50 pounds of pura hervina
month. He said he had pinpointed two
such ‘plants to Pakistani narcotics
agents, who told him that they were
powerless to move in the region, which
has been'made more sensitive by the ar-
rival of Afghan refugees and the fight-
ing west of the Khyber Pass.
While aware of Pakistan’s security
problems, the Western sources say the
~lax controls, together with enormouns
profits, have now induced local people to
produce heroin for export to the United
States and Europe rather than send raw
- opium or morphine t0 Europe, where
processors would reap most of the profit
as middlemen. Large-scale poppy culti-’
vation for the-illicit market has grown
stzadily, but the officials monitoring the
trade say the shift toward hervin pro-
- duction marks a substantive and omi.
‘nous change;” - - . o

Cald

‘Independent Freelancers® |
*“Mostly it’s a lot of independent free..
lancers involved,” said a law enforce-
ment official who monitors the illicit
flow. “Some have brought in European
chemists, but refining- poppy down to.
morphine and then down to injectible-
heroin No. 2 is something that any high
school kid could do from written instruc- -
tions.”” . ... - . L el

. | severe consequences.. :

NEW YORX TDMES
7 SEPT=¥RER 1981

Saveral of the Western diplomats
sympathized with the Government's -
problems in the tribal area, where most

of the nearly two million refugees from
Afghanistan have sought sanctuary.
There are-vast tracts in this region
where Pakistani law dces not extend.
Tribal law dominates, and the Islama-

bad Ggvernment js repr&sent_ed by a

political agent. o

Some of the dominant clans are be-
lieved to be.involved in the drug busi-
ness, and a Pakistanj law enforcement
agent acknowledged that any attempt to
smash the trade-in the region could have

’ Atteméts_t';(_:_iﬁ-b Exports -

general the Pakistani Government has
tried conscientiously to curb narcotics
exports. They point -out that under

gime the planting of poppies has been
virtually outlawed, with almost no li-
censes granted forlegal harvesting,

to 123 metri¢ tons in 1980 and a similar
amount projected for this year. This is

of all the world's addicts fora year.
including -State Department agricul-

performancehas beenhaphazard. .
“Even it you concede that the Govern-
ment can't do much in the tribal areas,

in places like Dir and Lower Swat,
where the Government is fully i con-
trol,” said Sam Samuelson, a United
States diplomat who specializes in the
problems of drug production in Paki-

stan.- . L . i
- One Pakistani official, who, liké the

i - Plans are being drawn up for new pi'b-
! grams to stem the flow of drugs. The
emphasis is on agricultural extension

.| services aimed at showing farmers that

they can earn almost as much money by
rotating crops- as they can by growing
‘poppies, withnone of the same risks. - -

ing that poppy cultivation now brings
farmers 10 times as much as the Hext
most profitable crop. The risks, they
say, are rpinimal, since there are no re-
ports of the Government’s burning
tields or plowing them over. Y T e

Some Western diplomats say that in
President Mohammad Zia ul-Haq's re-

In three years the annual opium crop |
has dropped from 700 metric tons in 1979 |

Other Western officials in Pakistan,

foreigners, asked not to identified, com-’
plained that the Pakistan Narcotics |
4 Control Board had no police powers.

Some experts question that logic, say-

still a huge amount, since it is estimated '

| Peshawar,”” - - RE T
What has changed, he explained, is '

that 150 metric tons will feed the habits_.i airline, taking over key security tasks |

tural spectalists, believe that Paldstan’s | i onded iy improve the efficiency of the

there is still a lot of poppies being grown |

ubilcanon in the United States and
[ India of articles chmg Central Intelli-;

The efforts to stem the drug flow hava
centered largely on movements outside
the tribal belt. Customs agents have '
confiscated trucks carrying large
amounts of hashish and swmaller
arhounts of opium.

- From Baluchistan to Tran

Many of the supplies are reportedly !
brought by camel caravan into Balu- |
chistan. Some drugs are transported
from there to Teheran, which, accord-
ing to narcotics experts, has.more ad-
dicts than New York. Other shipments
go by dhows to Karachi, where they are
reloaded on ocean-going vessels head-
iing for Europe or the United States. ’

Recent reports in the United States
have mentioned Pakistan International
Airlines as a preferred airline for drug )

‘traffickers. When one of its jetliners was |

hijacked to Syria in March, law enforce- :
ment officials said they were able to .
identify four known drug traffickers
among the hostages: : i

“But that’s not unusual,” a foreign in-
vestigator said. “Up to a couple of ;
weeks ago I'd bet there must hiave been |
a couple of couriers on every plane out of :

that the military has raided the nationd] ;

from dozens of officials who have. been
dismissed. - . - 4
The Government said the raids were

airline, end union squabbling and stamp
out corruption. Western dinlomats said
they thought that another factor was the |

gEfCe Apency Tero T sal akt-!

stan _International” Airlines employees |

yad been deeply invoilved in transport- -

t
R
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." 3 Westem mtelhgence agencxu have

. port notes that when Khomeini arrived
- in Paris, he “was. welcomed by two | -
_ well-known Iranian activists of the 36~ 4
. called ‘Marzist-Islamic’ group who are:
. also affiliated.-with -the : Iraman Na-
. tional Front.” It continues: -

records onthese two—Abdel Hassan
-~ Banisadr (age 45) and Sadegh Ghotb--
~ zadeh (age 40). They have been in- 4
* volved in an assassination attempt of a |-
¢ SBAVAK [Iranian intelligence] officer, :
: maintain close- ties with pro-Sov:et‘

4: 15 as strong as an'ox. >
. Three years ago Khomeuu drewthe’ ,.
attentxoxrof Western intelligence by ar- -

..The very fact that French intelligerice

. assessment” of Khomeini should have:

APPEARED

fi‘é Eji{) .§E§réi£5
Watﬁh}ﬂg

Khomeml?

‘mounted. a- death watch on’Ayatollah
" Khomeini;:the: 81-year-old - Iranian
. ~mullah who is knownt to be'in fragile
-~ health, Politically; however, Khomelm

" riving in Paris withhis son. Ahmed and
“two - Mushim. ‘clergymen.” French se-
curity ~agents- -tracked:"the" ayatollah’
from: the - minute~his plane touched
_down- on Oct. 6,1978; and obligingly -
- gave the CIA-a'copy of their report on.
his activities dunng hls msc month m
F*ance R L ek

{ My reporters Eileen O’Connor and'
Dale Van: Atta have studied a secret
' CIA report based on- information ‘the
“agency got.-from- French intelligence.

devoted so much time and effort to an

“heen a clue to his potential i mportance

" But-the CIA misread the French infor- |

. matlon and concluded that Khomeini
.was- merely the pupper. of foroea be-
yond his control. - :

The CIA summary of the French l'e--a

--“The French :- police-. have‘long

, Palestinians and have direct organiza-
-tional links with the leyans and other

THE WASHINGTON POST
6 September 1981

-ni’'s revolutionary regime just a few

 arrivalin Paris, according to a message

.CIA report notes,-="- - .

"senously. the shah was not. “The ini-:

- “In fact, the Iranians specifically asked :

Tect request from the-shah to Giscard
. propaganda from the ayatollah.”.

" precxated the mortal danger Khomeini. |
. posed to his throne. It was characteris-.

‘that Khomeini’s anti-shah pronounce-
.ments were called .“anti-Tranian,”, As .

-~ was more in tune with the Ira.man peo-
ple than the shah was.

j glimmer of understanding:. “Regardless |
'__-of his own basic mohvatxons, Khomi- § - -

. "‘.ﬂbly the most dangerous currently bem :
employed against the shah.” ... 2

radmlaroupmgs. e NS T

«

BaniSadr and Ghotbzadeh, who-
were to be leading figures in-Khomei-_|

months later, “are the men who have
been handling contacts. with Khomei-.
ni,” the CIA’s Paris office explained»to_
Washington, adding that “French in-
telligence has kept a ﬁle on hm con-
tacts.”. . -

“The ayatollah was. mformed upou.

from President Giscard to the Iranian -
ambassador, that ‘his visit to France ia
considered touristic,. his stay is provi--
sional, and during his stay he must ab-|
stain from all. pohtxcal actmty,’ ” the.
If the French were takmg Khomeun ;:
tial . official Iranian reaction to- this.
French intent to-restrain Khomeini:.
was that.Tehran was not requesting:
that Khomeini be muzzled,” the CIA in |
Paris “informed Washmgton, adding::

the French.not to restrain Khomeini..
Subsequently, however, there was a di<-

to stop the flow of vitriolic anti-Iranian ,

There was no hint that the shah .a.l;-
tic of the shah—and his CIA buddies—
events would soon show, the ayatollalr”

-The CIA report f'mally_shoﬁs a famt

ni’s influence i3 destructive and poasi» :
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f’ szai‘e Cycie.s Studied in Eﬁmi‘ to furb f‘}ugni"

I . ByWALTER SULLIVAN : l

Despite widespread hardships caused

. by recent ts, and despite predic-

. tions of radical climate changes, there

- is growing evidence that the climate of

_the United States has been relatively
staple for the 1ast four centuries.

This evidence i3 seen by many chma-

tologists as an indication that no great

change is likely in the near future, .=
But within those normal limits there
is inevitable drought, Because agricul.
ture has become 50 vilnerable to severe
dry spells, scientists are urgently seek-
ing to.better understand the history and

;causes of cdlimate change, how it will |

:vary in the-future and what might be-
i done to ¢ope with drought. While many
: believe no drastic change is imminent,

. these iz much disagreement over what
i i3 tikéryin the next century and beyond. -

. Perpaps the mosi pessimistic recent
* climate

sity to initiate militarily large-scale
migrations of their people.””
Today, however, most climate spe-

cialists feel the predictions were far tco

dire. They note that the 1976-77 drought
on the West Coast should have been an-
ticipated from a 22-year cycle evident in
‘the growth rings in trees west of the Mis-
* sissippi River. Amaong those who have
come to believe in the stability of that

praqiction was maden 1y/741na |
SEErel Teport circalated in the Central

-Ietelligénce Agency. The report said the ¢
Forld was Teturrung to (e ciimate LAt |

_ex!.s:ed over tne 00 years pefore 1350,

‘| cycleareDr. J. Mwurray Mitchell Jr., cli-

mate specialist -with the National
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra.
tion, and Dr. Charles W. Stockton of the
Iaboratory of .Tree-Ring- Research at
the University of Arizona.. .

=The relativeiwidths of’ an.nual grnwth
rmgs, they say, show that the area west
of the Mississippi affected by summer
drought has been swelling and shrinking
in a-cycle of roughly 22 years that is
_traceable through four centuries:
* Link to Sunspots Studied -~
“These droughts, Dr.'Mitchell said re-
“cently, have faithiully kept in step with

the so-called Hale cycle'of the sun. But
the cycle has onIy Hrmted predxcuve

an =14 of arcught, famine and political
T the Western wo

Warndng System Sought. - . _

=
1
 adility *to forewarn us of the economic

1and political collapse of nations caused :
iby worldwide failures-in. fcod produc- |

ytion."” Furthermore, it added that it was |
;necmsa‘_‘}rr!fp “assess a nanon s pmpen-I of spots in the Northern a

“prejudices the timing” ‘of dmught.s in
the West but does not exert absolute con-

It said the agency sboald develop-the i

Ftrol. In :act dmughts ocicur at omer
' times.

| their maximum. The magn:
Southe:

“As pointed out by‘ Dr. Mltchell it |

itic polan;yl

Hemispheres of the sun ‘everses with
each cycle. Hence, the sun returns to its
magnetic starting point every 22 years,

Major droughts over the last four cen-
turies seem to have kept pace with the
irregular tempa of the sun’s Hale cycle,
rather than rigidly following a 22-year
rhythm. Furthermore, said Dr. Mitcn-
ell, when the cycle of solar activity was’
most maried, as in.the 18th and 15th
centuries, dmughrs were-likely to be |
most severa. How magnetic changes on J
the sun might affect weather on the
Earth, he sa'd - Temains "t.he blg mys-
tery' ’ £

© Foecuson Cloyd Seedmg

- While dmughts are not Yet. r?hably
predxctable, a major effort isunder way
in Montana to learn how to mitigate

., | their effects by producing rain through
| cloud seeding. A idozen aircraft and °

‘pumerous: ground ‘stations are bmng
used to-learn how and whers clouds, in .
their evolution, are most vulnerable to
such manipulation; . ;

R

Despite the relative stahnhty in pre-
cipitation over the last few hundred
years, there is evidence of small cli--
matic fluctuations ‘over periods of dec-
ades. A warming trend initiated in the -
last century, at least in the Northern -

fHemxsphere, gave way inthe 194'stoa .

[ cooling that may now.be at an end.
Ther= is no agreement as to the causes
of these variations. ™ .

Approved For Release 2006/01/03 : CIA-RDP90-01137R000100060001-2

) i




- i t!. »".l. - ;,_._‘,A

N A THE - ASHTMGIE POST

2 “17»1..7\.; 1981 .

Jack Ana’erson

Presldent Reogans “detetmination  £o
~+bolster world resistance to Soviet colonal-:;
+sm and to crack downion.ihé interna
“tional drug trade, two seemmgly um-elatedi
goam have come into coltision in Pakistan,
+*-The president want4 to gend. bllhonaq
-of dollars worth of military equipment
ito Pakistan,, whose-national’ mrlm, al-i

deed, the State Departnient, apparently
has known for seven yearﬂ ‘that Paki 'tan
Internatiorial Airlines js used by

glers to transport drugs.’:;*&
* "Available infoxmation indicat
PIA is & major conduit for illicit narcoi;
‘ics from Pakistan to Western: Europe,
“the Far I‘ast, Canada and 'he"gmted,'

documents cxamlned by my sszmat
‘Jack Mitchell dnd Indy Badhwa’" 3
. The drugs “are smuggled aboakd PIX;
plencs” aud aré “bidden In luggngs and«
various cn-npartment§ inside. the’ air-"
'Cmft,” one report staleb.:
* Tn the past, the CIA refnheq "erew Jug-.
gage [was] not marked a3 bclongmg tolal
‘gpecific crew member, so if the bag. con-
taining narcotics should be discovered. lt
ca.nnot be sourced to any one individual.”:
.. The  dope “traffié’is ho penny~an£a
‘operatmn, CIA docuiments make clear,,
. Amounts smuggléd out of Pakistan have
mnged from small packets of opium:o}
sone " incredibla ¢ load % of. 1,700 ; kilos
nearly two tohs—of hB‘ihiSh 2 '
4 Pakistan; has: become the: drug-smijg.:
eghr'g capital of ‘Asia, and the Kevachd airs
4 port is this center; with mternutmnal ﬂ:gbb‘l
‘leaving every day. As'a rmult, "na:mhm
" tietworks, organized by major interhaticnals
raflickerd, have become increesingly:dest
Ztive dca)rdmg to one CIA report. :
Theré” are reports::that suspiciouss]
Lidoking ‘Contgirers have been secreted!
Faboard PIA planed. For example, I have:
‘learned -that; cartons farked a4 Qtereo"
équipmént- :had - been hxdden abb\ra
afrliner galleys, ti 2" x AR 4
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oy ha auspxcnous‘packaoes werd fin’ g

;’rmcal ‘spetion - of the - fuselage' vlth

‘naked wires_ thal. -¢ould; have - edused ;
‘shorts. and.fires,”. ", ingpectors’ reported 3
{The’ Pa!-uatoms had; askéd the alrplane
raket to give PIA. wmten ‘gssirance
‘that:such irtegular: ‘storage Was in, fact

“familiar: with the exchangé said the'ra-
!queat iyas torned down by the manufac-
turer on grounds that the stéfage W3 a
vxolauon of safety rules: ;

S’

ep

vorﬁcm]s, PIA: rcpresentauvw smd thére
was “Tittle “chance_ 10, incarcera te
#imove from servics thoss- PIA personnel
“involved in drug tmﬂ'lckmg’ bpcause,‘ay
i they! lamely ‘explained,’ %the employt
have a powerful unions 55
i How high uip, the amugghng.: tgn 187
*fiot doctmented Buk geveral §

PIA security’ offi anl Burr',self a0
m Frankfuirt on chafges of driig Efnugahng ;
Muyha the: genera 1 ;Pakistan’s;
mlhtary chctatorsh\p 18 Lmabla to: halt
Tthe: deadly traffic in drugs; maybe. thely,
don’t want to. I either: €ase;’ therr.fal 4
“tire to do so is hardly a “recornmendati \o_g
;for supplying them with military aidi s
“riiYet the  Reagan: -administration i.is!
éom’g Ahead with thé proposed aid packet
age, which i3 “fo- intlude: somé of: _og;i
most 80D histicated " fi gﬁte}‘_{b anesr gé
pa’rently, the™decisionhas; béen: ’fna ]
sthat it i8 mormmportanh to; ailtiva
ally than to maks ai issue of drugs.
; i Cnhcs meanwhxle “heva ;quesbio

dxctatox‘shlp D.p!b"iat.c fand mtah

11

loerice sources haven) ‘wained that for all!
%td apparently tight con},rol ‘the- mlhtary{
iregime.ia‘in BOTIOUS “dangsr of; tépplmgl

I ai. Fat. from being:
frof intetnal | pressures. X 'Pr&di:!

ia:ptableally;:these, crltics watny,
'dent Zia-may burit, 0 ba'
i ah of Tran; % s

_ agoa :

ssdom of putting he United States
ii*the side of ‘yet, t ‘another” represswa-

nother
£ib
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News that Israeli mrplan& imd- de;stroyeti.i .

en Iraqt nuclear reactor was preceded several
hours by news of a train wreck in India in
which' it was feared a thousand péople had’
died. - Unrelated ' incidents,. to . sure —
except they are; and terribly-so.

Montlay morning, before details about the
Leraeli raid were released, it struck me- that I
had read nothing in The Pest about- the-
train wreck reported on Sunday night’s late
TV news. On closer examination I found a
one-column headline hack on Page A1l in|-
the midst of foreign news items, “Indians Die
on Train Blown in River.” A gale, or. cyclone,
had blown the train off a bridge into the

. swollen Bagmati. River. The wreck was said
to be tHe “blggest and woxst i hvmg mem-
OIy 2 . .

- The followmg day brouvht. a smaller item

burled on’ the last page of the first section.

As many 237 3,000 mght havs died in the
wreck, it was reported. Nothing more on the
disaster appeared until Thursday. This time,
even briefer and farther inside, frogmen were
reported as still scouring tne ziver bottom for
bodies from the train wreck — now de-

nbed as “believed to be the worst in his-
tory.”

Something more profound than an exam-
ple of relamo news values hetween train
wrecks in Iadia and air raids in the Middle
Fast binds these two incidents fogsther. The-
dimensions of such human catastrophe are -
too ‘horrible to contemplate -~ and so we
don’t. The staggering loss of life in one be- .
comes so large as to be incomprehensible and -
therefore m’*ua.Ly renexistent; we brush it
aside as if it badn’t happened. The potential
loss_of Jife in the other looms §0 enormously

that we cannot deal with the scope of such a
calamity; we put it out of mind and go about
our business, just as we have been domg for
the Ia:,t 36 years of the ammxc age

Herbert Scovﬂle Jr was, as he sand frank-
ly gloomy. He was musing aload about, the
spread of nuclear weapons, the dangerous in-
ternational tensions again rising, the Ameri-
can plans to increase military spending dra--
matically, the new strategic talk in Washing- |
ton about the winability of “limited” nuclear

gm}-

STAT
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of

grasp the significance of it -as an issue,” he;
- said. “They read these numbers — 50 million
‘will- be killed in-an atomic attack, whole
. cities wiped out — and it's nothing they can
.conceive of. It has no meaning in their day--
to-day lives. If an airplane crashes and 75
people ‘are burned up, that’s a disaster which
everybody can visualize. ‘They can picture

"themselves being in the airplane. But a nu-|

i clear ‘'war that destroys our society — that
- tends to be just numbers. It’s too depressing
.and they don’t see ‘what they can do about 1t
anyway .

Scoville. brmgs more than casual knowl-
edﬂe to the subject of atomic weapons and
nuclear prohferatxon He has been intimately
“involved in-the development of America’s
‘nuclear arsenal, and with efforts to bring it
“under control. As a physicist, he worked with
_the Los Alamos Scientific Laboratory, direc-
“tad the Defense Department’s weapons test
_program from the late 1940s into the mid-
- 19508, headed- the scxentlf ¢ section of tne,
-CIA and was the agencv’s deputv_director for !

* research until named by President Kennedy
as assistant director of the U.S. Arms Con-

- trof, .and Disarmanient Agency. In_ recent
_years“he has been active in the nongovem-,__

mental Arms Control Association, -
“Along with everyone else, he has been re-

ﬂectmg on the implications of last week’s Is- -

. raeli strike, “There’s no question in my mind

- the Iragis were, trying to build up the capa-- |

blhty of having a nuclear. weapon,” he says,
“and - ob\nously that's a terrible thing. We

should do everything we can to stop it: But |

. that’s not the way to do it. That's just mad-"
: ness. If. anything,

| Haynesfohnson

hands certauﬂy aren’t clean in thxs pa:txcular
- area. Bverything I know makes me believe
- they have nuclear weapons of their own. And
" to sit there and say we have the r&gi to de-

wars, the lack of any real ‘k‘p‘ﬁ%\?&ﬁ F’G‘F’Eieleasg 2006110 3rsRIANRDP

.control in the counbyy. ..

. is potentially a weapons mstallatlon i3 just
¢ asking for retahatlon back. It's also going to

““Sorrichow the public doesit sdom zble 0]

it’s going to make matters -
much worse. Here -are the Israehs. whoee :

Joo1.ooosooo1§£ i

~y L7t d )

“You cant stop this indefinitely by force
You can't just go around bombing all over i
the place. The use of force is not the way to .

“deal with it. But having said that, I don't |
think we've dealt with it very well either

. There’s never been any real halt to the !

'nuclear weapons program. It continues to
Increase — and not only in, “numbers. What

worries me more than numbers are the tech-

-nologies being acquired. We are developing!.
ismallar, more accurate, more easily deliver-!
. able nuclear weapons systems, therefore ones

that' are - essentially = first-strike weapons.
“These are techrologa that, in five years and
extending on<into-the future, are going to
make it more likely, and more dealrable, for
-these weapons b 'oe uaed Thal: is the real
danger CelE

I‘wo years ago the CIA and Defe'tse De-
- partment brought tcgether a group of experts !
and asked them to think what the world of |
the 1990s would be like a3 nuclear weapons |
“continued ‘to spread: The colloquium began
th‘l certain basic assumptions:

.The: 1980s: likely would be “a trying de—
cade for the United States.” The world en-
- ergy- situation - wowld become more  critical.
Rising population - worldwide 'would place
greater pressures on available food supplies.
Gaps between xich and peor. nations, mdus-\

trial and non-industrial; would widen. Ter-
- rorism would intersify and spread. And de-
_Spite the besi efforts of "the_United Statea
.and other’ natlons, the trend toward the
-spread of nuclear weapons and nuclear tech-!
nology would gam mornentum, < - - - ﬁ
. In that context, anywhere from 12 to 241
countries would pessess nuclear weapons by,
the 1990s, and a large number of nuclear re-:
. actors would be operating on all contirents.
At least 50 nations would have the capacity!

. to develop nuclear weapons. As one of the;

‘participants in that forum concluded: - i
“The chances that nuclear weapons will be!
fired in anger or accidentally exploded in a’

0
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3 HATIONS WIDENTNG
. NUCLEAR CONTAGTS

Some U.S. Aides Feel South Africa,
Israel and Taiwan Are Helping

By JUDITHMILLER

Special pTheNew York Times -~ . -
- WASHINGTON, June 27 — An expand.-
ing pattern of nuclear contacts between
- Israel, Taiwan and. South Africa has
opened a dzbate within the Administra-
tion over whether the threa nations are
assisting each other in the development
ofatomicweaponry. T
Some intelligence and State Depart-|
ment offictals who monitor the flow of nu-
clear technology and- inforraation are-
convinced that the three countries consti-
tute the major players in aa emerging
club of politically isolated nations whose:
‘purpose is to-help- each other acquire
atomic bornbs. These nations have been
+ forced to rely on each other for military’
‘and intelligence contacts, the officials
said, as each has become progressively

moreestranged in the world community,
These officials and private experts ex-
pressed concern that Israsl might in-
crease such covert contacts if its diplo-
‘matic isolation grows as a result of the at-
tack rade by Israeli planes two weeks
. 2goon an Tragi nuclear reactor, C
Other officials within these agencies,
however, do not believe that such a net-
work is emerging, and discount the threat
it might pose to 2fforts to limit the spread
of nuclear weapons. While they acknowl-
.edge that there seems (o be an increasing
exchange of nuclear technology and ma-
terials among the three, they are skepti—
‘cal that the cooperation is aimed at devel-
oping nuclear: weapons and effective
delivery systems, - . . - S
A‘TriangularRelaﬂmwhip"
But severaj officials who have most.
- closely followed the growth of what one
termed .the “‘triangular relationship®-
among Taiwan, Israel and South Africa
on nuclear matters are disturbed by

these developments: . - .

OlIsrael is said by intelligence officials’
ito be assisting Taiwan in developing a
;Tocket that could be used to deliver.
latomicwarheads. = . | . _ )
! CGintelligence officials report-that Is-
- raeli scientists are working in South Af-
‘rica on nuclear energy programs that
‘could assist the Government there to ac-

" tract to obtain 4,000 tons of uranivm from
_South Africa, according to these officials,

Each Other Gain Atom Arms |«

-lomatically isolated nations. o

-one Congressional source, that Israel was

" weapons that could b delivered either by

|:  Nuclear cooperation is only part of an
‘intensive pattern of exchanges of conven-

“tacts, B :

“tion is increasing. They feel that they are
“cies, attacked by the Communist coun-

-world,”” observed Kenneth L. Adelman, |

quire the technological expertise to build
‘nuclear weapORSE . . ooo. ot oo -

.

NEW YORK TIMES
28 JuNE 1991

gScientists from Taiwan are said to be
working for South Africa on projects that
would enable the South Africans t
produce weapons-grade uraniuin, .

Y5o0uth Africa has become a supplier of
uranium to both Israel and Taiwan, in ex-
change, intelligence officials said, for
critically important- technology and
training that the Pretoria Government is
said.to be receiving from both countries.
Last year Taiwan signed a six-year con-

Contacts Cited in U.5. Study
These contacts are cited in 21979 study
prepared for the Defense Intelligence
Agency and released last year..The re-
port concludes that South Africa has “en-
hanced international opportunities in the
nuclear field from the emerging ‘pariah
state network.”” The term “pariah” is
used in nuclear circles to refer to the dip-
Officials also.report growing nuclear
ties ‘among ' other would-be atomic
powers, such as Argentina, Brazil and
Iraq. Intelligence aides say, for example,
that Brazil recently agreed to provide
Iraq with sensitive nuclear power tech-
nology obtained. from West Germany in
exchange for*guaranteed supplies of
Iragioil. "~ S
“American intelligence officials con-

cluded as early:-as 1974 that Israel-had |
" produced nuclear weapons in a program

centered at Dimona, with a French-built-
reactor and uraniumr supplied “partly by
clandestine means,”” according to a Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency report made
public in Japuary 1978, .
. This month, C.I.A, analysts told mem-
bers of the House:Foreign Affairs Com--
mittee in a secret session,” according to

now belipved to possess 10 to 20 nuclear

fighter-bombers or Israel’s domestically
designed: and built Jericho missile,
Moshe Dayan, former Defense and For-
eign Minister of Israel, said this week:
that while Isragl did not have any bombs
now, ‘‘we have'the capacity,” and could
manufacture weapons *in a short time.” |

% Intensive Pattarn of Exchanges . /77

tional military and economic ties among
Israel, Taiwan-and South Africa, which,
officials say, complicate intelligence or- |
ganizations® efforts to monitor the con-
The coritacts reflect the three coun-’
tries’ perception that their political isola~
estranged from the Western democra-

tries and “yet barred from the third

“Jews donate more per capita to Israel

“each of the three to curb questionable my
-clear activities; with some success. When

produced  weapons-grade  plutonium, -

STAT
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Agen

pqtgrmmmrm oI the Ad-
ministration’s : transition team at the
State Department. : ;

Each nation fears that its security and ¢ .

its very existence is threatened: Israel,
by hostile Arab states; South Africa bya .
reaction to its system of racial separa-
tion, and Taiwan by the Communist re-
gimeonthemainland, <. : S
Analysts point to other linkages. The"
large Jewish population South Africa pro-§
motes that country’s ties with Israel. Mr. -
Adelman naotes that South Africa’s 120,000 -

than any other Jewish group outside Is.-,
rael, and are second in total contributions -
only to American Jews.:. ' i

United States' officials have -press:ed:

the Ford Administration learned, for ex-
ample, that Taiwan was covertly en-
gaged in the construction of a nuclear e
processing “plant that. could.. have

Washington eventually persuaded Taipei
toshut downthe pr?gram_:._ . .
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‘A[mandérr
Cockburn::

 VASHINGTON, DGO
thzs year,’ Secretaxy of: Defense Caspa.r_.
“e:nberger was™asked “on’**Meet~the.

“Press™ for the Reagan administration’s ra™

;.tmnale for selling «the=highly. advanced
*AWACS ‘radar- planes™“to .Saudi ‘Arabia,

“over“the passionate’ ob_}ect.lons of the Ts-"
“raelis and theu- supporte s In. the Umted

'States. :

= Wi exnbarger, hlmsel.f deeply commltted'

’ bo tbe sale, replied: “[The AWACS’s] prin-
-cipal use, and the ‘principal reason the
_admmxstratmn is ‘supporting - the -sale to
_the Saudis, is that it would enable them to
'm.ersee and look much further into the
invasion routes of Iran and Iraq and Af-
ghanistan, where a possible Soviet thrust
1o the oilfields may come.'With the Soviets
going to be an energy mxportmg nation in
& few years, I think that i is-an essentlal
capability to have.:-..
= But even as Weinberger once again in-.

voked the specter of an oil-starved Sovxet' -

Union plunging towards the. Gulf, he ‘was
well aware.that not only had his own De-.
fense Intelligence -Agencylong- disputed
this_scenario, ‘but-that.the :‘Central ‘In-
telligence "Agency-was"in’ “the* “process of
_confessing to one of the most egregious
failures of intelligence analysis of recent
-times, in-its own estimate of \net energy=
iiEeds in.this decade. % =
zEarlier: that week CIA™ a]yst Jameﬁ
Noren bad disclosed - in = a-.seminar at
‘Harvard that-the CIA had prepared a new
report concedmg that the Soviet:Union
would have no need to import oil by the
mid-1980s. ‘Two days -after Weinberger's
appearance on Meet thé Press, Bernard
Gwertzman reported Noren's remarks and
the existence of the new CIA. estimates in’
The New York Times for May 19.

B Th'ﬁ;l disappeared one. of the major
rhetorical planks of the Reagan-Haig for-
eign policy. For both the ME@!—#
tration and indeed its predecessor had j pro-

. campaign, even though it-seems that by

1855 FOMEAYTECIARDPOG-01];

posed an impending Soviet energy crnsxs as

-
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the Rapid Deployment Force and & US. |

military buildup in the Gulf region and the 2

Indian Qcean. This view went almost un-
dlsputed throughout the 1980 election

the fall of last year the CIA was well aware
* that the predictions on which this view was
based -were ludicrously wrong. -

BirthofaBlunder

““The CIA’s blunders began to cnrculate
in1977. In that year the Agency’s Office of -
Fconomic Research issued a series of .re-
ports that amounted. to” major mod-
ifications of intelligence estimates of Sovi-
etzseconomic }rends In. a_,;epo‘xt called |
“'Prospects’ for Sov:et Oil P'f ) " h_??'

Agency predxcbed that ‘Sovietoil: ‘output
would start to fall by the late1970s or early
1980 and. that this drop.could slow the
growth of total energy production. “More
pessimistically,” the CIA said, “the USSR
will-itself become.an oil importer.”-The
report added that during_the 1980s the:
Soviet Union might find itself unable to
.sell oil abroad, notably to its Eastern Eu-
ropean éhent.s and would therefore bave
-to compete for OPEC oil for its own use.
In a broader assessment the Agency
concluded that the rate of growth-of Soviet
GNP was likely to decline by the early and
mid-1980s to between 3 and 3.5 per cent
per annum and could even sink as low as:2
_per cent.: This-view was partly based on
predictions of w0rsemng problems n the
energy: ser:tor st -

. Not everyone agreed with thxs dlre estl-
“inate, which was instantly seized upon by
the arms lobby -as further justification for
& major 1.S. defense buildup, battling a
presumed Soviet grab for new sources of
.0il. The Defense Intelhgence Agencyflatly
dissented. And a major rebuttal came from
the Joint Economic Committee in Con-

s}ud_y by_R,uhard F. Kaufman,'{ theuxm

~rm

s i
"10 Not, only was ‘the .Sowet Union the|
world's largﬁt producer of crude oil at the
pr%ent time, but it:had also the largest
proven reserves of coal-and natural gas. Its
oil reserves were probably second only to
-those of Saudi ,A.rabxa, and it.continued to
‘make impressive gains m tbe development
of its energy resources.
7@ In, addition . to supplymg jts “own
néeds and those of Esstern Europe, Soviet
‘energy exports to the:West were on they
increase," w:th ol e.xports worth $5 blﬂlon

ml zmd -gas- pxpelme
construction in the Soviet Union suggested
_ that the country was giving high priority to|

. the energy ‘sector. The Soviets had built

i 5000 miles ‘of pxpehne in 1976 a.nd 10 000

2%:-@® The hard -currency eamed from ml
“dalesto the West and the influence gained
“from sales “to Eastern. Europe were too
* important to Moscow to be lost by default: |
- “‘Soviet leaderswill probably take the poli-
. cy.-initiatives .necessary to preserve the
: USSR’s status as a net oil importer. Pos-
“sible new actions include major increased
: investment in the energy sector, substitu-
i tion of .patural gas and. other -energy
.sources for oil, and conservation.”

The Blunder Reversed

Kaufman s assessment: made little or no
) dent in the Washington. consensus. The
-Soviet move into Afghanistan was seen, in
the worsening cold war climate of late 1979
- and early 1980 as but the prelude to more
far-reaching incursions, all climaxing in an
assault on the Mlddle Eastem oil Jugular
-to the West. L
= In mid-1980 Senator Wzlham Proxmnre
'he)d closed hearings in which he asked the
DIA and the CIA for:their latest views on
k .Soviet oil production. A sanitized version
0@2100Q80AG =2 has now been released. |
*-Frank Doe of the DIA put his agency’s

i miftee’s peneral cmmse1 On'the Basis of]

unchenged position straightforwardly: the
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spondent who has spent most of her
adult life in Europe, chiefly Italy.
- .When she wasn't raising two chil-

By~ Rogers Wor!:?'rmgton _--,f,

LAIRE STEREDNG has be-
come adept at expressing
. anger and joy simoitaneous-
2 l_,', an ability-mers=natural ;
-to sadists and terronsts:o— of-which
h’_e 13 navﬂwnr e .
. Joy because her ]us‘vpunhshed..
book ““The Terror Network™ ¢Holt, - -
Rinehart, and Winston, :$13295); could
not haV° been better timed-to. cash -
in on the floodlight-thrown-on inter- Amenca by 81mp115t1c thinking. .
- natlonal terrorism by theh*wagan -
" administration. . O‘\I OVE HAND,. she has found -
Anger because the-‘zoou: }ms been - left-leamng, detente-age Americans
seized ‘upon as evidenee. for- Seere- . . -hardput to accept the idea that the
tary of State Alexander Haig's
charge that the Sowewramdesnon-
sible for most of that very same -
terrorism. This has thrown.a per- -
turbed Claire Sterling-to &a unfamil-
< Jar end of the political spestvum,.
“For the first time in-my 30-year -
‘career as a reporter,” Sierling said,
“I have .suddenly become za exs _'-
treme right-wing hawk!” Shé-dew:
scribes herself as a moderaia. le'?m
and doesn’t hesitate totélinia
youthful invelvement -witlkr th**_‘/ owg
Communist Leagee batic.in her-
.Brooklyn College da’y emmjﬂoﬂd
. War It : T :
© “First, they (tne lxbe}al ert) mad_ \mth terrorism. Haig has said it will
to-discredit the beek, saying it-was - * take the. place of human rights in -
just propaganda; a knes-jeri; e “'the administration’s. foreign pohcy
documented, - nocr“dlmhty, ana,x- priorittes: President Reagan: has
" Soviet book. ) yowed ““swift and effective retribu-
*Avnd then they (botxr L’bex:als an& . l.lOll” agamst acts of international -~
conservatives) said-thek i said:the . . wiertorism such as the 1979 seizure -
- -Russiars masterminded-the tecror.. . -OF the United States Embassy in- -,
. ists.”” Her eyes are wideshalind. . Iran. And hearings are being held -
tinted glasses and -she.leans.forward: . DY Sen. Jeremiah Denton (R., 'Ala.)
-« with ker -pa]m-fo-'héﬁmm_, py and-tl.le Senate Subqommittee on -
:-phasize- the points It-is aii s bit: Security, and Terrorism, before .., -
. much for Sterling, a-foreigmcorre~ :

she: was writing about the nuances

the International Herald Tribune, .
the: New York Times magazine, and
‘Atlantie Monthly." But the nuances -
- of -international terrorism, she.is-

~ finding, are becoming muddled in.

“terrorism. On .the other hand, she -
- finds Ameriecans of both the Jeft and
“the right all too eager to obscure

- Ing -tervorism and supporting it
‘through aid, trauung. and ’um
World proxies.’

.Lh“ latter is the case sne ma:m

,_'devce that, alihough mmostly cu‘cum-_
s..antml is impressively logical. ..
- Her phght would be .a tempest m

" f through the 1970s, the Soviets were re5pons1b}e for __-;_ |

.| sion came when Sterling noticed some disturbing

i similarities between the 1978 kidnaping and slaying = )
"' dren.with her novelist-hushband Tom

Sterling in their Tuscany farmhouse,,

of . politics for the Washington Post, '

ransom taken by Germaan terrorists ‘ended up.in'the
7] hands of italian terrorists. When she went to Vierna

iSowets could be guilty of involve- e
* roent. with anything as nefarious’ as

the-differences between mastermind: - have learned from the Russians how many Jews -

i -they were releasing and when; and that the Czecho- '

~The Terror Network,” with evi- . full of hand grenadps whxle waltmg for the rerugee

‘a téagot were it not for the Reagan
-2dministration’s heightened concern -

| Carloy it 2n earlier adventure,.-the-1975-seizing of . S
. OPEC oil ministers in Viehna, was thé same woman | |-

. stmed xor the Red Bngades ‘ SRR
' \ THE NETWOR:( Sterlmg 'was plecmg together be-

- "the network. That was the year an American and a'

~1 :Palestinian_ seized an El Al airliner-in London. The

which Sterling has Testified. RE
She told the senators that, although the Soviet Un-w?
ion may not have been responsxble for organizing,
directing, or controlling the assortment of left-wing -
terrorist groups that have bombed, Kidnaped, - .a';'
tkyjacked, assassinated, and kneecanped their way--

helping to train and arm them. . P
THE I“XRSI.‘ STE? toward amwnd at ﬂus conclu-

of Aldo Moro by the Red Brigades in italy and t‘xe .
earlier kidnaping of Hans Martin Schleyer in Weat
Germany by the Baader-Meinhof gang.
It was a replica, a minute-by-minute 'enla . The
papers pointed it out and dropped it. But 1 thought

it ‘was awfully important. In every detail they were ,:'_' S

alike, 50 I figured there had to be coordination.” .
Then she round that half of a muitimillion-dellar -

to' check it*out, she learned of another incident. Two .
Palestinian terronsts waiting in a Czeckoslovakian .
border town had boarded  an Austria-bound -train-car— .
rying Russian Jewish refugees headed for- Israel:’
Prandishing Xalashnikov rifles and-a suitcase full of .
Soviet-made hand grenades, they held the refugees
hostage until the Viennese government agreed to
shut down a transit camp for Russian Jews., -
© Sterling conjectures that the Palestinians had to

slovakian military ‘had to be- locking the other way .
when the Palestinians stood around with bulky,
Soviet-madé rifles bereath their coats and a suitcase: |

train;

‘“Then,” Sterlmcr saxd my rose reaﬂy began to
twitch.” Soon, otner connections were made, The "
Palestinians were part of a Paris-based ring of mter-
national terrotists run by Carlos (“The Jackal”), a -
Venezuelan linked by Western intelligence agencies to '
the KGB. And.one-of the women who worked with

f Tater caught with the Austrian ;;ansom money de— H |

gan to grow.
As early as 1970 there were some obvxous c.L.es to -

&_&NHNUA »
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Jack Anderson

9!131 Ch}ﬁa"iS*UP; to m A{ncémw i

China is-now.on the United:-States’ side in the - bas followed random pohcxes in Africa over the are not’ under Mosmw’s thumb ard have a
wosldwide struggle against the Soviet Union—  past few decades, but that in the last three years chance to remein in power.” This encouragement
's-gely on-the basis of the old proverb that “the.. a revitalized, better coordinated policy appears to. presumably would include ecoucmic assistance, ‘q
enémy of riy epemy is my-friend.” Faced with . have emerged. As thé CIA experts see the situa- not outright military support.
thiz reslity; the National . Security- "Coundil has- «tion,. Chinese ‘policy has now focused “on its - . “With regard to regimes friendly to Mosoow, or| |
Yoo curious about what-the Chinese have been -prime objective and [takes] into account the lim-. perceived to be inherently unstable, China is
up to in Africa that may affect Amencan mber- -ited resources. it has. to spend on an arena far hkelyto press for evolutionary change or, if com-
sits there:. ~ - % : from its own borders.” - -~ pelled by competition with Moscow, revolution-
The best answer 50 farhas-been ina secretre- 25:The- key-elements . in the current ‘Chinese- -ary change sponsored by anti-Soviet’ resistance
uort by-the Central-Intelligence-Agency-a few~~pohoy3toward Afnca, as the CIA. understands movements,” the CIA report-predicta. s jps’ s
~2eks ago. The document,reviewed by my as- them, el w2 et e 5,5 I short, intelligence experts see the possibility
sociate Dale Van Atta; represents the current in-~ “Exhort southem Afnoan stateo to be wary : that China would invest significant amounts of
formation on which the Reaganadmlmstrat' i k ik i economic and military-aid to encourage “destabi-’
besing its policy in Africal : y: lization™ of Sovxet-domnated Tegimes—though)
“Over the past quarter:of; a:-ceumry, oL tateo——to provxde mJlxtary and economic assist- *“Peki ' forced mto such a
+eport notes, “[Pekmg]“has-attkmoted foprojectf anceto states.in the region, and -to press South’ qltuatlon e wi -l
i3 influence- in Africa’ with: va.rymgoegrees of in ZAfrica to abandon its claim to Namibia:and: its ‘As for the spemﬂc Tegiraes that mxght become:;
tensity and for a varisty of purposes. - omesticpolicy.of apartheid.” . < ~embroiled in the power struggle, the CIA reports:
“Relative to Chinese interestsin: other i »-£Urge liberation movements in the region’to - that, so far at least, Tanzania and. Zambxa, which’
the world, [Peking’s] interest'in ‘Africa is-small;i-unite-to Opp both colomahsm and Sov1et he- ‘have longstanding ties to China, “remain friend-}
and both African and Chinese:leaders are-aware- :gemony.” g " ly,” though both countnea mamtam relatmm‘.
tbat China’s influence in the"continént-is margin -*Aid liberation movements thh small arms’. : with the Soviet Unicn. .. &
21" Tke report adds, however,.that there:is ‘no; and: training if they show promise of hemg effec-_-': - At the other end of the scale, accordmv the
reason to suggest that ‘Chinese in teres'r.m Afrtica. tive and not committed to Moscow.™ - * CIA, is Mozambique,: which ‘maintains : forma]
will not increase.; * Tz " - How Peking expects to- ac»omphsh thxs ambl- relations with Pekmg but, h::e Ango].a, remams
“Today, the pnncxpal :object;ve of Chinesé tious program:without a far greater commitment . “close to Moscow.” . % Fuias
policy in Afica is to check’ the-spread of Seviet”. of money and effort, the CIA report does not say. - -#“China’s greatest’ success has been thh Zim-
influence;”.the CIA report continues. “The major - As-for.the future course of Chinese activity in. babwe,” the CIA report staiea. There, “the ruling
focus of [Peking’s] effort-has: beerin: southern 7 the contment, this i is what the CIA analysts have party, once a-Chinese client; remains loyal to
Africa, where Mosoow has been especn]ly active, predicted: =i [Pekmg] cool to Moscow and committed to eco-
for the paest five years. e : 2 #[In}-the corning decade, Chma is kkely to seek ‘nomic and political involveraent with the West.” p
Tie intelligence analystspomLout t‘lat, Chma _to-enhance_ the stability of states that it beheves .77 ©1981, Unlted Featurs Syniicete, Ins.

o
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China’s Africa strategy "-* = 77

China’s. lcadcrs, worried-.about the performance of then- economy, may nevertheless
be invited: by the Reagan administration to-play a larger role in resmnng the expanswn
of Soviet influence in Africa. -~y . Rt A
'A recent, highly classified Central Intelhgencc Agency rcport says that China’s
economic troubles aré so severe that the government faces a major crisis. Economic
weakness has put a. squeezeon its.military budget.. This has angered. the country’s
military leaders; who have: been’” arguing that Chma, needs 2 big rmhtary' build-up-to
- protect itself;against the; Soviet. ni0mami = ) i Frmemnst - on Ao 1o e v ok
+:The :CIA:: report,.:whlch.was«completed mJMarch spoints;out;that Chma has been
cancellmg huge': COnUactyw1ththcnUmted States and Japan.;The.( .Chinese: have;alsa
drawn more-than $500m:in gold reserves from. the: International Monetary. Fundiand
bon‘owed, . more than~$-1a5~hllhomfrom various. world banks and lending institutions. ..
%+ Despitesthe; pmchysorn(: Reagansadvisers: are~d15cussmg the possibility~of asking
: Chma to-help :fight..expanding-Soviet- influence.;in- Africa. Anether, ;30-page long,
CIA: report, has.beem.sent-to:the; National- Seeunty Council. to-help it ‘assess. Chmese:
" interests:-in;: Afnca and, thuf ¢ome™ up- with:a proposal that. would‘ be acceptable to

.f,thc;C}unese*‘*-:.._,_ e 13 on ety mapeE £ favtadl isverroDeinanstaetl -
s pohcy' towards’ Afnca ;which has been: “‘revitaliseds -
_ _m ‘the past ‘threeyears,:is. primarily aimed at checkirig Soviet influence in Afica;”

3T hisreport: saw‘that Chma.

" particularly-southern::Africa: ;The;report says-that:the Chinese: have, provzded and
w111 continue to provide;: secret-aid-to liberation movements: they support. -2 -.ci» - .
:,This is 2 country-by-country hreakdown of the CIA’s view of the situation: . :

-@Z:.mbabwe. This:has -been: ‘China’s - “greatest success”, because: the rulmg pa:ty
led by Mr Mugabe is 2 one-time Chinese client which remains cool. towards- Moscow,
while at the same time- seeking econoriic involvement with the west. “Peking.will
make-a significant -effort-to build on:its’ ties with- Zimbabwe”, the.-CIA predicts.
QSouth_Afnca;._f;In_South Africa;”-the report says, “China_will, try to repeat-its
success. in-Zimbabwe:by. seeking:.to: back a liberation movement.that can effectively
pursue: the struggle: against -apartheid ‘and .remain-independent :of - Moscow”.. The

- prospects that China-can’ find such a movement,:however, are not rated very hlghly

- The CIA:.added the-folowing: gloss ot China’s relations with South Africa:. 4=y .52

2 China treats South-Africalike a. panah and hotly denies all suggestxons that it maintains a clan-f :
-destine relationship. with: Pretoria, which. officially recognises: Taiwan.. Peking_has recently -
_entertained the head of one faction. of its long-standing but htghly factionalised client, the Pan-"

»would-increase. their. assistance ifi iz could unite.

; @Mozambnque,.;']f'hough« 1t.v:rcmams vclose to »Russia;. .+Mozamb1que‘ ‘maintaing

" relations.with- China.“The CIA says: that China- fwill try- to maintain its: presence in

Mozambique: and.encou.rage:*Maputo s. frustration with its Sowetfand cast European
backers®.:: sFaom e kor b yes dis ;-;.'f_,;;.:;\:".:-':m‘. SERRT L T et R e f s e £ ATagikia
@Angola. Angolais solidly in the Soviet: systeiri. Nevertheless, the CIA. report adds;
“China probably-will-continue its: low-key-effor-to-normalise: rclatmns w1th Angola
while it lends small amounts of covert support to dissident elements, ;v 1 s2boneds
eZambza and Tanzania..Both: countries have :“long-standing tms” W}fh Chma,
‘and remain friendly.: “Peking probably will continue: its determined eﬁ“ort to. kecp
Zambia out of the Soviet orbit and to stay on good terms with Tanzama o gin i
@Naxmibia. Russia remains the main supporter- -of the South West’ Afnca PeoPIc: s

Organisation (Swapo) “Although there- are -unconfirmed reports that Swapo has '
l
! .
l
AoV b RS Hosio M FIRHEBE. BRTRGIBTGE A St

expressed interest in reviving its old ties with Pekmg, the report says, “the Chinese
currently are-not willing to-'do more than offer the insurgents moral. support and

"African Congress (PAC)~ Chinese officials rcportedly havetold another PAC faction that they 4.
i3 TSR L T i At T oy

|




An Arab Isyaell deﬁmtw e

Ty RN 2 TR . i SR T

The Arabs a.nd Israehe ha\re one thmg in common = a human behaviour probIem whlch

could lead to their death in combat accordmg toa secret Central Intelhgence Agency _

report.

The CIA has momtorcd the results of a pubhc study in which Arabs Ysraelis; °

Europeans and. Americans were mvesngated for their ability to respond ‘to verbal
instructions involving ,either right-sided or® left-sided “movements. For the Arabs,
429, responded with hesxtauon and- an initial movement of the eyes in. the wrcng
direction. The corresponding figure for-the Israelis, 36%;:wrong, was not significantly
different from that for the Arabs. But the percentage for Europeans and Amencans was
qgmﬁcanﬂy smaller = 3%, wrong.....: 328 d i e e

EER

.. The C1A commented in its report that “1t would be faur to .label the response dJﬁ‘er-

ad

ences reported as a cultural deficit for both the Arabs and Israelis”. What did it mean?
““This deficit has implications for performatice of the groups in any system or operatzon '

in which right-left command or actions are necessary.”. For instance, the CIA wrote in
the classified report, “Under.stress-and time constraints— eg, combat - this problem
-would be magmﬁed Any chspla)& showmg a-mirror xrnage also wou]d tend to mcreasc
error rates.” .- ... . SIS S SO »

‘.

The . GIA d1d not- see much chance of the problem bemg corrected _ Although-':
trammg may allewate a left-nght confusion problem to'some extent, thls solutxon may.
not be applicable for the Arabs.and the Israelis;” the report said. = uix onligmit -

ST

. The public study put forward the idea that the Arab-Israeli problem may be d'ue to a .- -
fixed pattern of cerebral functioning associated with reading from right to left: Said the R
CIA: “If the dlagnosxs of-the etiology of this problem is. ccorTect, most types of trzunmg .

may, not be. eﬁ'ectwe

Approved For Release 2006/01/03 : CIA-RDP90-01137R000100060001-2




ARTICLE ApRPEVREFbr Release 2HAGIMIBINGIRIREIN0-01137R0001 OOOGOFM -2

ON PAGE

JASK ANDERSDN

7 May 1981

o a

o SOTAT

| _Iﬂtﬁgug '-;-'%EP

The CIA is, you;"rmght say, “Flip-
pering” its lid" over reports that the
. Soviets are training dolphins for mil-.

itary and espionage: missions. Worse -

they stole the idea from us.’ ST
Their inspiration was not the movie -
“Day of the Dolphin,” in which some
bad guys kidnaped George C..Scott’s
talking

States and apparently ‘was stimulated .
by a U.S:" Navy demonstration of the
military velve of ‘marine mammals”
The Navy began-its studles_ in ;1960
with a dolphin named “Notty,” trying

to “determine whether<the beast had .
eny special -characteristics “that- could -

be built mto th&desxgn of 'underwater

missiles, 7w E TSN : it
One of the Navy’&mos_ coessfl
tests - involved . -’a-*-dolphin’ ; named ~

“Tuffy,” which- camed ‘tools and mes-
sages to aquanauts 200-feet below~the -
surface in the 1965 Sea Lab I project: -

off La Jolla, Calif. "That's the caper -
- that aoparenﬁy hooked ‘the Soviets. . i

~The Soviet..program begsn that”.
very year, and: the” €A reports that
“the- quality ” of > Soviet™ reaeardx»has
improved steadily and-in many:- areas
s comparable” to the. Navy's.
" 'The Top Seeret Umbra CIA réport, -

shpped_ to ‘my~asseciate Da_}gé;Van

.n“"-hw-_( SR AT

porpoise and trained it to- at-; -
- tach an explosive-device to the bottom: .=
of -a ship. Nor-did- they get the idea
from clandestine visits to Marineland.-
. A top-secret CIA. report states that =
“the Soviets'. fighting ./fish program -
“closely resembles that in the United:

“under water through “th

-“enable the Soviets to evaluate the po-

£ SOV

1-A17t8 says the Russian navy may ‘be

“training dolphins to perform various
military and intelligence tasks...

[which] could include attaching intel-

ligence-collection packages and. other
devices to enemy submarines, ‘and

. helping divers recover eqmpment from

the ocean floor.”

dolphins are able . to -locate obJect.s ’
’ :use of

echoes. | i
“The Sov;ets hope to use the results

of this research in  developing ' ad-
‘vanced sonar systems,” more efficient
~hull designs for submarines ‘and suy-
. face ships, and improved sha '
,.torpedoes, the CIA reports. : -

The Soviet dolphin project: report-

for

edly involves five Black®Sea reésearch
stations, including small: bno-acoustncs‘
laboratona and a dolphinarium. -~ - -+
~Like just about. everything else in

the U.S.-Soviet competition, each’ side
“mustcome up with muntenneasm%
“to nullify the other's “new weapon.
. Here the’ Sovzets may have: oper
“ dolphin gap; - ' ;
. In one Sov:et test, acoordmg to an—
ther CIA report, the- Russnan experts
- were able to “estimate;i’.a dolpmns
“ability to' detect an. obJect containing
.an active acoustical emitter under ad-
orse background noise condxtlons.
»And-this, the CIA explmns could

-tential- benefits, of developmg ‘acous-

BETEE W i e GE e

Beneaﬂ;h ﬂ]@ Bri

- Navy dolphin programs .

‘napping on the quarterdeck. Ewdently :

I Navy. has broadened its research 1
In addition, Sovxet scxennsts are
-trying to learn more.about the way
Jaden missiles and other test ordnance |
- fired into the ocean, and. to atcaéh‘
‘whale and two killer- whales ‘demorr-

“from even greater.depths than that at’

-which inflatedat hookup, o a dummnyy
.- torpedo’ resting on’: the‘ ocean ﬂoor
1 654 feet down, S

> the Soviets somethmg to. chew, on..+. ‘

é
g
i

ncal Jammmg countermeaauree to U

S b

But don't- think the: Navy has been

glarmed at the possibility 'that “iis
Fighting Flipper Force mlght. be - m—T
capacitated by Soviet- jamming, the

include sea lions and.whales.” .

“:In:“Project. ‘Quick. Find,”" sea hons
were. trained . to- locate . ubtmmentr

recovery hardware: to them. -

‘And in “Project Deep Ops, a pllot
strated an ability ‘to" recover objects |
which " the sea lions operated. ‘The.

pilot ‘whale proved particularly adeps..
It learned how ‘to“attach a lift bag,.

*.Our Blubber’ Bncrade should g'zve
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Pres. Reagan - 16 Mar 81 Q & A Session with Congressional

(Regional Defense Spending) . .

Q. Mr. President, I want to thank you ought to be doing on 2 local area. Is there  will have—w}lether you can substitute
for having us. I represent Cleveland, Ohio, any concentration on bringing more jobs ~ with defens/spending—actually there, I
the scene of your deéate victory. And I  to our States so that we get one dollar for  think, thefirst rule is what is the best and
was very pleased in thd\debate when you every dollar in taxation we give to the most effiCient and econorical way to build
talked about and mentiored the inequities  Federal Government? up ouf defenses. .
of poor women in the soct security sys- THE PresipenT. Well, T have to say - think that too often in the past we i
tem, and I think millions of American ‘with regard to jobs of that kind, and gov/ave confused military spending with, let’s

C)

s i o b A N

women were, My focus of cohgern, of ernment jobs, that we think the whole / say, trying to attain a social aim at the
course, is dlder women and, in parNgular, program is geared 2t the kind of jobs tha same time, Now, I can see if there are two
problems that the Northeast and the Mid-  really count, and that is the revitalizagion  States or three States, that any one of
west are experiencing. In the State %5f of industry, the renewal of indus;y./ And  them is in a position to meet the military
Ohio, Mr. President, we get only 71 cent\ I know that Ohio is hurt worsg”than a  contract, then I think you've got to use
out of the dollar back to our State, And \ great many States reprcsentei}ére today.  some fairness and honesty in spreading it
I'm wondering, if we go to a block grant our unemployment rate js wAy above the  around. But it is true that there are some
approach to the States, like my own State,  national average. But that’s true also of  States that are just heavier in defense—-
can we be assured that we’ll get our share  Michigan and several other of the indus-  States along the coast iwith shipbuilding
of jobs in the defense area and in energy  trial 3ates. And theAvhole function of yards and so forth, And I can only say we
and so on that by-and-large’ would help  the progtam is gearéd to increasing pro- try to be fair with the other. But the real
our Sr:ate of Ohio and other Midwestern duCti‘vity, aking/1t possible for business thing that you need is the private indus-
and Northeastern States? And then wed - and industr to/mvest the capital that is™ try put back on its feet to provide that
have the money on a State level to do the  necessary to h&able to compete once again
kinds of things that you're suggesting we  with our forign\competitors, So that part

e e | o

kind of job for the people.

e T i e —— s

Pres. Reagan Interview with Washington Post (DC)

TSP

MX Basing Mode)

Q. A number of leaders from western sta Q. Becauss of the land use? tion is under active consideration? -
including some of your strong supporters, op- A. I’s not only that, It's s0 elaborate, so A, Oh, I think there are any number of.
pose the'MX fixed-rail siting because it’sgoing  costly, and Pm not sure that it is n them, ranging all the way from silos such as
to use up so much rangs land. How/do you  would be effective. It's again an indicitj we presently have, Silo, sea-based, they're all
feel about that? this whole effort, such as in the SALT being looked at.

A. T have to tell you that, while I can’t  to have verifiability so you create a great, e Q. So the siting question. You've been com-
claim that I've had enough ipput to make a  orate costly system in which you ean hide mitted to the missile, but the siting of it is still
final decision on anything, not enamored  missile except that the enemy has to kmow\ & wide-open question as far as you're con-
of that fixed-rail system. Fbelieve the missile  that the missile is there. And it doesn’t make \ cerned?
is necessary. I dont believe in the besing  rauch sense to me. A. Yes,
method that has beepsuggested so far, Q. Does that mean thst the sea-based ap.

P I NN

i P

Sec. Weinberger . 29 Mar 81 ABC -~ Issues and Answers

(CIA Report on Terrorism)

MR. DUNSMORE: Mr. Secretary, there's a report in the press today that thdre is a
draft C.L.A. report, in which the C.LA. is unable to find substantial evidence to support the
Administration's claim that the Soviets are behind international terrorism. Can you enlighten
us at all on that?

LA Rty et e e s E A N

SECRETARY WEINBERGER: Well, I don't know if enlighten is the right word. I can
certainly talk about it a little bit, because the report in the newspaper is one of these reports
of a very preliminary-draft of the thirking of some of the people, ‘It has specifically not been
issued, and it doesn't constitute the final judgment of the C.LA. - . ‘

I think, as far as I can make olit, because I've not seen it and quite properly so, because
apparently it is just a draft, the newspapers have the advantage of me on that, and they have
seen it, and what they report is, or at least they have seen something that enables them to
write the story, and the story is that on an individual basis, taking a particular piece of
evidence, they say this particular piece of evidence doesn't seem to be supportive. But on the .
other hand, although the headline didn't say it -- the story did -- there are some pieces of
evidence in which this draft reports that there’is substantidtion. '

I myself have no doubt that there is good, clear evidence that the Soviets have been
participating in the training and in the equipping of groups that, for want of a better term, - P
can be called terrorist groups, groups that are bent upon overthrowing governments that are ) -
basically friendly to us and establishing groups within couritries that have the potential for )
overthrowing governments, so_that it's really a question of degree, whether all of the
evidence is supportive or whether only some.of it is supportive. So I think any suggestion that
the C.LA. has found that the Soviets are not behind the training, equipping and encouraging
of international terrorsim would not only be very premature, it would be quite wrong.

- Approved For Release 2006/8%/03.: CIA-RDP90-01137R000100060001-2
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THE GARDEN CITY NEWSDAY (WY)
21, April 1981

| Ai ’Vumhers @ame T
With- Terromsmf \} “f
. The CIA has its own’ versmr.i 0 the
“hew-nath. Accordmcr to. 1t3 Tatest _anmxal

report. on 1ntemat10nal_ terrorism, the*fé}', '

were 5,954 terronst attacks" around thes
,.@world between 1968 a_nd »1979.« Yet lasta

tional: ~F0r31gn~Assessmen‘cs Center co
' clided. that: there wasn’t enough evidence]|
to substantxa.te sweepmg chargea of dn:ecti

Sov1et aJd toh-'_ce_v orist groups i

“"There does seem to be abundant;'czr-'w
cumstantwl f_”;wdence of . Sowet money,ﬁ

o 3 ed by i-e--"
- deﬁmng termnsnr S0, _that an admlttedly

,l menf m;terrorist act‘s 1n\thesUn1ted_
: 'af. least "the termnst threat
: 'hardly measures up_to t 6 accusations’

I and denuncmtmns
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DATALON TERRORISH

| NewStansncs to Include: Threats

* Alang With Acts of Violénce

Al S

7By CHARLES MOHR ¢
T Speéh"ltoTheNewYuﬁrTﬁnes'

-partment officiat said teday that Govern-
- . ment statistics on interxiational terrorist

incidents:wers- being revised to include

“ “'threats’ as-well as actual acts of politi-
- cally motivated violence.. ;55 . @

© 7., /On the evelof Congressional: hearings

~onterrorisar;’Anthony C. E. Quainton, di-

- rector of the department’s office for com-
bating terrorism, also ibdicated that the

-’ change-would approximately ‘double the
' rumber of terrorist.“‘incidents” counted

- by the United Statesin the last 12 years,

~ although the number of people killed and

PR

. Mr. Quainton toid a group of reporters
at 2 luncheon that there were 7,000 terror-
ist incidents-in the last 12 years, causing

. 3,000 “killed-and - wounded.”” The Central

" IntelligencerAgency’s annual report on

*intermational terrorism. for <1979 said

_“there were 3,336 “‘international terrorist

.~ incidents’’ from-1963 through 1979, caus-

- ing2,589 deaths and 3,955 wounded.

» Publication- of the 1980 C.LA. report,

- normaally available in April, has been de-

- layed becauseof disputes among Govern-

- mENt agencies as to the nature, extent

- and gravity of terrorism. An official ac-

| quainted with the report said, however,

+ that when.and if it was published the in. |

* -clusion. of *“threats"” would probably at
Jeast double ' the~ number of - officially
-counted incidents in each of the years

: ‘since 1967 and give a new total of:about

- TR0, s I -

 UNDER U.5. REVISION)

. Haig Jr. that the Soviet Union had given

" o & wider audience than the victims of
e, ¥ 5 edal ; -

" =" Halg View on Soviet Backed

* 7 Mr. Quainton told the reporters that the

" Reagan Administration was determined

~.to give a *‘very much greater interest,
‘priority and intensity” io the guestion of
terrorism. He also defended the conten-

tion by Secretary of State Alexander M.

logistical help, training and encourage-
ment to terrorist organizations, saying
this was *‘amply documented for almost
every group.” TET e e T
| -Some Democratic members and staff
officials of Congress said they feared the!
statistical revisions were motivated by a
Reagan Administration desire to justify a

PR R X

i : “1nore rigid foreign policy abroad and’
i 'WASHINGTON, April 23—A State De-|

might also be cited by conservatives to
“justify increased surreptitious. surveijl-
lance of political dissidents athome, . ..%
* . ;The:Senate Judiciary’s Subcommittee

on . Security and - Terrorism,. newly|-

created this year, will hold the first of
whatis expected to be a sporadic series of
hearings on the problemof terrorism
tomorrow. Several Republican members
of the subcommittze and its majority
- staif have indicated a belief that counter-
intelligence. agents should be’ given
greater legal latitude than they now have
"'to gather intelligence on groups that may
be suspected of being potential terrorists
within the United States. .. P L e
“en  Terrorism Held Decreasing 77
""..Representative Don Edwards, Demo-
crat of California, chairman of a House
-subcommittee that oversees the Federal

Bureau of Investigation, contendad in a ‘

" telephone interview that “terrorism is
-actually decreasing' and disagreed with

. thenew statistical criteria, - - Sl
" A Senate staf{ official, meanwhile, re-
ported that the semantic and statistical
debate was even more complex. This offi-
cial, who declined the use of his name,

- 5aid that C.LA. analysts were also being
" “pushed” or encouraged to expand the

definition of terrorist incidents to includa |-

- *'aii acts of viglence intended to irnpact

T sl g kAT

" theviolence,” | =s

i

-+ #By that definition,” said the official,

“the shooting of President Reagan by

* John Hinckiey wouldbea terroristact.” ;.

PRV )
s A,

FECTEIS -
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Terrorist agts down, ¥
on eve of hearis

By Vernon A. Guidry, Jr.- .

‘Washington Bureau of The Sun S
Washington -— Terrorist acts in the :

United States are declining; undermining *

“goomsday rhetoric’ about domestic:ter-’
rorism, says the executive assistant direc-

tor of the FBI in charge of investigations. . '

“Right pow, therisk is tolerable,” said.
Francis M Mullen'idan. interview.. “We -
believe we are effective.. . We do have
the ability to investigate terrorist activity
and groups.” .- Tl UL

The lavel of terrorist activity —both do-
mestic and international—has become a
matter of controversy, and 50 is the ques-

ticn of the appropriate response. A Senate
subcommitiee beging hearings ‘today- on

the current extent of terrorism. -

" As the FBI-measures tervorist inci<:
dents, there were 111 in the United States-
jn 1977, 65 in 1978, 52 in 1679, and 29 in

1980. These are incidents; Mr. Mulien said,

in which a claim of responsibiiity is made

by a terrorist organization or in- which

there is “good evidence” of terrorist re~

sponsibility. R L Q.
«f don't like to see-all this Thetoric pra-

- dicting a doomsday because I don’t think

“{hat'’s going to happen,” Mr. Muilen said.

: wNow, the potentia¥ ig thers,” he went

cn. “We've gob to agreeto that [tut] the ,

problemis teing addressed,

e disturbing element is what Mr.
Mullen describes as “more of 2 wiling- -

ness to take hurpan life™>on the part of ter-
rorists operating in toe United States than
had been the case before. . R

«what we're :concerned about, and-
what e are watching closely, is that the:

United States deesn't become & battle- -
ground” between different foreizn politi-.

cal factions, he said..He- cites Libyan,
Cuban and Iranian activities as examples.
" wTpe only active [terrorists] weshave

that are realiy antt-U.S. government are-’

tae Prerto Rican groups,” he said.

e 0 suspect Cuban involvement in’

[terTorism involving] Puerto Rico, but to

say Soviet involvement, no, we can't prove .

_ - spectacularly eifective analysis. - - ]
. Mr. Colby says that the Soviet Union

STAT

THE BALTIMORE SUN
24 April 1981

- AT

l.37R0001 00060001-2

it Mr. Mullen said in response to.a ques-
tion about Moscow’s possible roie. . ...: ;

This is a key element in the controver-

sy over international terrorism. Secretary
of State Alexander M. Haig, Jr, largely .
_began the current debate by focusing at-
ention on what ke called “Tampant inter--
national. terrorism” and the role. of .the -
Soviet Union-in Sponsoringit. - . s v+
A pumber of experts have: questioned -

whether terrorist activity is..actually '
~“rampant” at the moment. Pinning down
the extent of Soviet involvement also has
teen difficult. . - e g
. This issue will be examined today in a
hearing before the Senate subcommittee -
on terrorism, a group whose very creation
has stirred some fears that civil liberties - |
may be abused in the search for internal
threats. s el U
- One of the witnesses at today’s hearing -
will be Claire Sterling, a veteran Ameri-
can journalist who has written a book on
the subject, “The Terror Network.”
Ms. Sterling. maintains that tbe Soviet
: Union ‘and its surrogates are- supporting
modern . terrorist movements..-“All the
world's emerging terrorist bands in the.
1970s were indebted to the Cubans and
their Russian patrons...” she writes.

. She is sharply critical of Western 30v- '

ernments and of the CIA in particular for
what she regards as a cowardly failure to
“point to the Soviet Union as the promoter
_of terrorism.. . .- P
“ Former CIA director William Celby,
- also o testily at today’s hearing, says

“that, overall, I4s. Sterling has “prodiced a -

must shoulder “a high degree of respensi-
bility” for- international. terrorism, ‘but
adds that “this doesn't mean that every '
example of terrorism stems from a deci-
sicn of the Politburo” - ... o0 -

. - As.to his former employer, Mr. Colby
says Ms. Sterling may be too much put off .
by the fact that "intelligence people try to

wiite very precisely and not geperalize

. Spokesman said_yesterday it may not be|
publishedatall . .
: Tlier in (0e year, officials knowl-i
edgeable about the issue said the.veport!
for 1980 would conclade that there were!
about the same nuinber of terrorist inci- !
denis outside the United States as there:
‘wers in 1979, Which had itseli represented |
adecline from previcus years. .. e
. An ariicle in The Washington Post?

. this weekx indicaied, powever, iaat e,

toomuch.” . . -

The contfovgxﬁz maz bave aIreédg"
touch e owever. Its annual re-

‘_“__._'____‘_____,_-_-—-———b—-_‘"'_'-__
port on terrorist activity for 1980 has been !
_held up for no announced reasom, ard a |

dent had been cnanged f0 InCrease e
pumber containgd in ine report. -
e use and misuse of 1aformation are |
sure to come up before the subcommitiee, ;
which is headed by Senator Jeremiab Den- |

CIATs inefhod of defining & 1erTorst ncl- \
i
|

ton®Al). o 7 |
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5’7‘ zhnev Hzm‘.‘s He Wanis. Ta]}zs on Spac A

By ANTHONY AUS’HN

. Special to The Nsw York Timw .
" BOSCOW, April 17 2= Leomid 1. Brezh-
rav, the Soviet leader, implied today that
the Soviet Unlcn was ready to resiuine ne-
-gotiaticns with the United States ¢n ban.
-ning military activity in outer space.:::
. ‘Though be did nct refer to the suceess-
ful flight ot the American space shuttle
Columbia, his rernarks, rmade at a Soviat
space ceremcmy, . appeared to reflect
icucow’s stated concern over the mzh-

tary potenual of the shuttle program. -
. In the minimal coverage they zaye to

NEW YORK TIMES
18 APRIL 1931

£viy

" Mr.

Calumbla s httoff and its refiuxn to ea-th
Soviet television and Tass, ‘the official
press agency, pottrayed the pew space-
ship as primarily an instrument for test-
ing {aser weapons and *killer satellites™
inspace. In advance of the test flight, the
Soviet press accused the Pentagon of
seekm,gtntumspwcmw abatﬂearena.

‘CoopemﬂouinOu*erSow'e’tﬂ S

- Brezimey,  while: presenting
awards today to a Soviet astronaut and a
Mengolian who flew with him, departed
abruptly from:the standard enccmiuma

F davelopment of businesslixa mt°ma—

of the occasxon, saymg- “r s‘*ould kae :o
stress that tha Soviet Union has heen and
remains a convineed supporter ol the
tmnal ceoperationincuterspace. U7 -
“May the shoreless cosmic ocean be
pure and iree of weancns of any xind. We
stard for joint etforts to reach a zreat and
“humanitarian aim —to preciude J;e oili.
tarization of outer space.”: -

In eifact, Mr. Brezhmay anpeared o bD
calhng on the United Siates to consider}
resuming the -talks- on preventing an
.arms race in space Lhat;betwonauous
held in1978and 1979~ .. . Do

~In the view of-Americam” cfﬁdals‘m“
 Washington, Moscow entsred. those talks
despite. its commanding: lead in.space
wea mm-y becau.se it wanted to mmmve

o »The space negouauonsm tocused on.
controlling the use of military space vehi-
¢les, called “killer satellites,” designed
to hunt cown and destroy communica..
tions. and’ surveillance satellites. and.
othcrs putinto othit by the other sida, .
"For two_years; ‘startisg with.. the:se
talk.s -the Sgviet:Union: was Teported to.
have observed A moratorivm an its test.
‘ingof suchweapons. But'aftap the stmte-l
gic missile. treaty, signed in June 1579,
‘raninto seemingly msurmountable ditf
culties in the United States Senate, Mos-
Cov was reported by Washingten otficials |,
tohave resumed its *“Xiller satailite Pro-
grammconducung a testaymagoﬂns
month.

Acco ‘ to Ame.ﬂczn mt°]lj .
end mm;tarv officials, the Soviet Unicn (s |

opment of satallites

otier satelmes ¥

Anm:cm encsa reeort tomeCarterAd- ‘
: miﬁimancm»a YEAr agy esticiated that

pthe Soviet Union weild oeable to place an
wwe FrEApon 10 OLoit gy E_Ee-j}
“mid.1 T _American experts exs

- pressed doubt that Mason-wowld devef j

| the yrea ast. 1
Wxsﬁ%gwn"‘tﬁ"o 218 bave sald that tha

United States has been developing its owi-|
antisatellite system but would pmbabix
notteabletotest it until 1982 ... ..
-1 Mr. Brezhrev's remarks today

::erlously intended, it could meap that tbe
Russiaps are

retaining their military fead in space ig
view of the American space shut?: 'S e

rtormame.

ptminpe wm-.nnww i“
- '-_..'.7..,. e g . 5‘ uq—-ow.."-tr n;_,..
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ment that ife president was the object of
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AMERICAN SURVEY 1
cla
It's independent

The shooting of President Reagan has
revived a number of familiar policy argu-
ments, among them the role of domestic
intelligenes. Predictable questions are
being raised. Are there threats to the
president’s safety, and to public order
generally, that are going undetect=d? Are

should have krown about Mr John
Hinckley, the aileged assailant, and oth-
ers—such as Mr Edward Richardson,
apparently a second would-be assassin—
like him? Is greater vigilance in order?
'Evzn though there seems to be agree-

no discernible conspiracy, many people
in and out of government have expressed
a vague sense of vnprotectedness, That
leads not merely to calls for.a more
efficient secret service with more names
in its computer, but also to a nostalgia for
_the days when certain other agencies—in
particular the Central Intelligence Agen-
¢y and the Federal Bureau of Investiga-
ton—were watching the home front
more carefully. _ -
Nobedy has yet publicly urged the FBI!

=~

- gtamme latnched under President Nixon

- confirmation hearings...

oL =’..‘£' 3

Cay‘s men embarrassed hi

- L . . N . l
to resume the controversial “cointelpros™
(counter-intelligence programmes) of the

ent !
1960s and prriyvil BomRicieftae2006/01/68, pEHMRRARAS }éy_am _,0086?001-2

wiretapping, break-ins and various at-

tempts to' poke through the rubbish,

. bureaucratically in a manner consistent

STAT

p01-2

damage the financial circumstances and
break up the marriages of dissidents. But
the bureau itself, under the direction of
Mr William Webster, a former federal
Judge, is unlikely to be enthusiastic in any
event, in as much as it is still dealing with
the Iegal ‘trouble from the last time
around. Testifying on Capitol Hill this
week Mr Stewart Knight, the director of
the secret service, complained that yn-
duly burdensome restrictions on the FBI
were preventing the burean from learn.
ing, and passing along to the secrat ser-
vice, certain useful bits of intelligence.

But at the same hearing, Mr Webster said
that his agency wanted to be careful not
to send the secret service a lot of
*“‘garbage”. . L

_The CIA may bé another matter.
Among Mr Reagan’s most popular cam-
paign themas was the promise to un-
shackie the intelligence conmunity. Even
as winter was turning to spring in Wash-
ington, there surfaced a transition memo-
randum calling for a new domestic intelli-
gence effort involving the CIA. It
reminded many of the ill-fated “Huston
plan”, a Yroad internal security pro-

but cancelled after a few days because of
a tantrum by the late J..Edgar Hoover,
head of the FBI. Some government ofii-
cial . who thought the old days had not
been so good leaked the memo to the
Press, and Mr Bobby Inman, former head
of -the super-secret Natipnal Security
Agency and the new deputy director of
the CIA, disavowed it during his senats

.. That is one curiosity of American intel-
ligence: the CIA does not always behave

L

with its public .image. The agency Is
distinctly cool to the prospect of reviving
its domestic “Operation Chaos” of the
1960s and early 1970s. And it has cansed
some grief within the Reasa inistra-
Mion with a recent draft report from its
national foreign assessments centre,
questioning the evidence for the charge
that the Soviet Union s financing and
fomenting_international terrorism. The
report contradicts the assertions of Mr!

- Richard Allen, the national security ad- |

viser and other foretgn-policy spokes—f
men, and so it has been sent back by Mr ;
William Casey, the director of central |
-intelligence, to the intelligence analysts
for “review”. That is bound to revive the
arguments over whether intelligence
should be subservient 10, or independ




Wembexge:: promptly d:sputed the
: .“Ieakecmnfonnauon "saying’ there - is
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Secretary of Stat
Hatg S conspiracy. theory, blammg all -
international terrorism on the Sovxet
looks susplclouslycxpedlent uThe:
Russians always-are made to look:10."
feet tall ‘when the'*Pentagon wants -

Soviet missile :gap -fell” ‘awayzafter -
concetn about-it-had Helped: té-elect -

President:John-Kennedy . Andiwe re--
call. Henry-Kissinger's- descnbmo '
U.S.-Soviet: appransal of” one an--

other’s‘.canablhnes as® those- of two

. blind men locked in a room each

" Qur suspicion. of Secretary Hala s-
alalm over: suppo.»ed Soviet:master-

“rninding of “international terrorism ','-
* Wwas: heightened - this past&weekend
when unidentified sources in the Cen- - ble around the; world most experrs

“irak Jmeﬂrgenca‘AoencLleaked_m-
‘ormatxon to.
A"neport.

“*good evidenee” the Soviet:Union is

-

'_:mdeed*behmd*mtemanonal‘ terror-

'trammgand eqmppmg oi groups ‘that

e;A!exander:_f

».Discussion-on mtemauonal terror-:
L 1sm;mten51f1ed after publication-this=
* WE REMEMBER how quxck]y the

he'-press about a draft’

: .- currents running: through. the:.coun-
,_,_vmh the-Reagan administration that .
- the-Soviets-are the key supporter of ~
_ ~international- terrorism. Thé agency
* found:> on}r"'“clrcumstantlal evi- =
denee” of:Sowiet involvernent i in ter-

cassion “and ‘cooperation- among all.

pamcnpanng in the’

STAT
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sxdes agree that terronsm 1tself isa
. growing problem; particularly for.
=" Americans, who.were targets. of
more.than a third. of the £erronst i
+-cidents in past years.m-,

.. spring’of ‘a new book’ entitled “The*
‘Tertor- Network"‘by Claire Sterling..
", She argues that the Soviets have been
Drmndmu arms; training and at times
dxrectlon to terrorists across: Western
Europe in hopes that police in West-
em democracieszwould crack down
- on individual freedorns which would
breed resentment” and: make the
masses eaﬂer for: Commumst revolu-
- tion:’ ‘.7-; A HRUSLE LT Mgl
WHILE IT 1S tm “\nat the Sov L‘
Umon makes a l‘ablt of causing trou—

“agree that’ the “causes of terrorism

.are “inextricably:bound”” to the indig3
’ enous. econonuc,,racnal and-political.

" tries where terrorists' strike, whether:
. in the Middle East, Northern Ireland-
.or the Basque region of Spain; ™ 3

.That.no one has. satisfactorily, de;;
fmed a terronst lllustrates the com

;Intematlonal tcrronsm is growmg_;_
worse:’ Every nation:is vulnerable;:

regardless of 1deology, What is need~ ’

d is'a recognition of the. problem as
“an international threat requiring dis: "]

ational “governments. Secretary B
aig; by simply | blaming the Soviets,

ends to discourage the m-depth anals .
-ysis of causes that this"i impo tan :
' Mbject genuinely requires.:
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CEA repﬁrt; On‘terr(}r;embm*rasses US

From pur own Correspondent
in Washington: . -

The Defence Secretary, ’Mr
Caspar -Weinberger, has - dis-
-puted. a draft_‘.CIAa-report
which ‘says thatthers’ iy insuf-:
ficient - eVIdPnce -0 : ‘support:
Administration “charges - that.
the Soviet Union is fomenti
international terrorism. . 7
~ The report is'a-clear “embar-
rassiment - Admlmstratmn
officials, who- "~ have ' made
several allacks_ on the Russians
‘for their =ileged . involvement
in terrorism. Indeed,. the .in-|
creased US military. and econ-
.omic: aid to the Junta jin L}
- Salvidor has- been based on
the assumption ' that. the left-
“wing guerrillas were being sup-
-ported- by~ the Russlans“and
_their surrogates 1

-The sharpest attack 0

Sovnet Union's alleged ‘terrarist
"involvement’ came. from_ . the
Secretary of State,’: ‘General.
Haiz. at his first_news -confer-
enc‘h in JanuaryzZand - it -was,
followed: by - similaf: acensations.
from ~the :State ‘“Department
podiui ; the National Security;
Adwser, “Mr : Richard.. Al]en,
‘and from President Reagan

¥ Mr - Weinberger” “took - issite
-with the CIA. report in 4 tele-
wision interview, in ‘which he!
‘accused the " Soviets of pamm-
'pahng in the "-training - and
-equipping -of terrorist groups,”|
"and noted that the CIA report
\was still only a ‘deaft. - :

~:'The report was produced hy
{he CIA’s Foreign Assessmarnts
Centre, and the -director of the
‘CIA;. Mr William Casey, “is-re-'
.ported to have asked the:  BMas
Jysts‘who complied it ¢ revxew

thelr cunclusmns The analystsf

foind’ in - their  report that,
-there was some support for thc
Suggestxon ‘that. i the.; Sonct
nion.; might: be: aldmg and'
abettmg Aterrorism;;but that in‘
‘many cases the evidence was.
no .more “than murky. and aL
tlmes there was none, ' - -
“Because of its concluswns,,
whlch differ so markedly from;
what :the  Administration - has'
‘been-saying,’ the CIA estimate;
is¢said to axave stirred up an
angry debate in -the State De-!
Jpartment, Natmnal Secuirity;
Council, ang-- the:: Defence
Intelhgence Agency i
“.It‘'Was the State Departmenh
\%hich -accused. * the - Soviet
Union==zof - supporting . infer|
;ndtional “terrorism last monthl
‘when- it ‘issued its.report. alleg.|
ing Commumsl backmg for the

left-wmg guernllas m El Salva-

% The‘ report.-.‘ cumpxled by
‘State Depariment officials from:
“documents- captured i El Sald
‘vador, Sconcluded t that: ‘there
was - definite evidence of ‘the]
clandestine” .military’/. support
given - by -the  Soviet -Union,
Cuba, % and -.-their ... Communist
alhes to Marxxst-Lenimst .guer
tillas ‘now. fighting o  over.
throy - the - .Government:, QE El
‘Salvador.” .. The ™ evidence, - the
State:. Depaktment = said;” was
“taken “from captared . gucrrnl]a
‘dociiments ' and: war naterial,
and - corroborated - i ntelhﬁ
xcnce reports:

“{ein .Guest ddds : The ‘Unifed
Siates has apparestly- rejected
‘the  appointment of /& formcr
-Spanish -. ambassador .‘the
- Vatican’ ‘to. 1ead 2. specml UN

(nvestxgahon into human rights |

vmlatwns in El Salvador
Ac:.ordmg Mo

Human Rights -

decided by a majority of 29 to
one to send a representative to

report on’the terror m El Sal-.

adnr

L Mr Jimenez, a 1awver. sewcd'
.as a minister under. Franco, as |
‘well as ambassadof to the Vati-
can hefore. brea&mg w:th Lhe.
1' ranco regime, . -

“No * cxplanatmﬁ is bemg

-nl‘fercd for the US veto-—which
“was officially denied by - a
-spokesman at the, US mxssmn_

here ycstt.r(lay

dlplomatlc :
sources in Geiievai-the name of |
Mt Joacquim Ruiz Jimenez had-
been put forward by the Braz.
. ilian chairman the " UN.
Comnus.:xon. .

‘which met here, recently,’ and
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- Within: the pastyear,_tl:_xe-Sawet Union's ‘appears toha.vc adopted 1m:w m%thods of conceal;
*-ment.to keep theidevelopmentsof;i its-Jatest muclea ‘weapons. secret: Ttiisy nOLsu.rprxsmg

s that the: Russxans want to.do this, ‘but under the,mles of, the, Salt-}. trcaty-both. supers

I powers arc obhtrcd” I:_to hxde thexr Imssﬂes and bombers so that each 51de can check 4

tt?‘carthr-Acéordmcr to—-the- Améncan"Dcfence Intelhgcncc Auency SOTF the‘SovigtE-
E contmue to-aencrypt data ats thxs~Icve the Umtcd Statcs ab;htywto "deterrmne‘ thc f

-The: rmssﬂe. ini q_uest;on 37 ,' new:; submannc-launche&v balhstrc. missile - (SLBVI),
rich has: bcen;_ emgnated as’ the NE—4— 'I'he: nussxle was lauuchcd

= ‘qSuch use’ oF;" odes may* *have” started‘ earh'er telhgcnce ourcev:say_th'é'

“RUSIEAS 5'°gazr an advarced code'programme in july‘ 1978 for'both land-based and;

sea-bascd‘ mzssﬂes-‘mdudmv_ﬁtﬁ

ew 99D z ‘ i 5 nd accordmg- té!'_{

a.nother sccrct‘ D]:A“rcport' of. ‘\/Iarchr‘} FIQBO 'the Russxa.ns used specml codes for all ;

o, AR

four tests of a new version of the SS—

:_ - L_..\.,...- oo .-—a.g:-&-;_ A Sy &--,.n.'.
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Rli"é'gié”éf'"klﬂé’ 3 “'T‘S"ételhtes

\»th—‘Pres:dent-e}ect Reav-an' takes ofﬁcc next: week his dc"ence: advxsers a.re-
hkely'to-ffnd Some. rhsl:urbmg ‘fiew evidence from the CIA on their desks “This suggésts
that: the: Russxans may%bcamovmg ahiead " of the: United- States’ in-developing Lﬂler—
satellites (satelhteswh;ch can destroy other satellites by bIowmcr them up at close rancrc)
:%:'Unul Hows the-'-Umted- States hag’ not_deploycd or‘evén properly tested an anti..
atellite. 0 althog l_:'r-Amem':'arr smennsts have beemworkmg on weapom based on-

i _a.s 'bsequendy “been’ -rccorded by the CIA) ~~Th %
Amcncms'havcno momtored 17 separate Russian tests since October, 1968 Ry 52
-»I’nieach te:st -the fissiand killer satellite . was-launched to chasc, and g\.t as close as -
n-a~'war, the kﬂlerwould then explode i intg shrapnel and"
knock out:the target satellite. Butiin the tests the Russnans never actually exploded the
klllcr(__Lpraumably bccause they dxdmt want'to waste a satelhtc. % o4t - ¥

Accordmgato ‘the CIA - the: Russxan- prograrrme is mastermmded by thezr air defence
forces anchs supported_ b‘,ﬂ“two unique tracking sites in the western USSR 2. and'by
sites‘inithe- spacc tracking etwork controlled by the strategic rocket forccx’”CJIiA’-
analystsr-ck'on that thesé two sites, at Talsi and Kirzhach; are used for momtormg ng the

tndnust*ﬁax"t ofithe operétzvon,,_when ‘the: killer satelhte:nears m target. The. ta—rget

possnble. to,anothe:'s tellite: ]

- & e

satelliteshave been Iaunchcd from Tle:setsk andF yuratam:’ AN ‘;...,J. ui= H w? S
YThecurrent generation;of Russian t iller satclhtc;; are bctWecn 15-and 20, fect Jong,

Teft

abourifcet n cha.mct t, and wexoh about 2% }onsf “F guf SF éach's satelhte § five: cno-mes,

‘};- e e < ey e w3 w2

‘aréinsed:for. manoenvnng:t:lose'to the: target;-the other: makes orbltal _d_;gstment;-
The-' CI.A,ﬁgurcs thatthe k:ller satelhtc has got a sufﬁcxcndy accuratc guld:mci': system

ccl‘.propcrly, ‘the syste : pmbab v i At
4 hougof' ﬂ)e..dcc.xsxon—m lau.nc.h 1L the booster and the intereeptor dre maintained onsthe launc

L oecti withift 16 fo 30 minutes of the decision to Iaunch Webelieve
int¢rceptor cag bcstored in- the launch a.rca:_”‘ o

e
e’
h

terntory But' hey have-deﬁned aé' appare_ t]
t atel_hté. got \v;_t_ +mile T '
of the'ITmomtored_ tcstsEai?e:becn apparent succcsses

x e-targcts only on thcn: sccond orbits suggestmc that
in the'event ofai attac ron Amencan satclhtes, there would be plenty of warning time.
But imd:_le est'of Fcbruary 16th; 1976; the Russians attempted amattack withinia single!
orbit CaIth gh'the’ ! failurc) *Another worrying’ “feature of this. test'was that its
nmmg'-scéms to- have been lmkcd to gencral Russian gmhta:y manoeuvres which took!
p racctb ctga'ﬂénll-’ e;.g‘ieq %05%?6’1 *éih ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%*ﬁ’fﬁéﬁhﬁdﬁ@bﬁﬁﬂﬂhe

R tc-waslaun lelan$ began the:strategic stage? of thcgnanocuvres
gut.h (ézmnratcdi stnkes*iby“paval Jand-lono-rangq.axrmft,. which. culminated .in:




e C el R T STAT
2 . Approved For Release 2006/01/03 : CIA-RDP90-01137R00010006(¢001-2

LATTOL s P o :

0% TAGE _J_L&:Eﬂ'or’ 1) ®ICACO TRIBWNE

- 1 February 1981

Kt iy

C ﬁbaine :

seekmg a: mare; Jrehable- o_urce o

=~ supply’” the CIA:Teport:said ‘“These
—addxnvesare ‘used in the. OiF products -~ for’ nearly all- its oik It has reached -
o agreement over the. Iast-year -with-

- the. Cubans are- trymg “to- market in-o-
" theLmte& States:'~: : ' Mexl.cm [ begm geo]uglcal -explora
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PERISCOPE

Admiral Turner jdlts the Navy

One of Stansfield Turner’s last acts as CIA director has brought
groans from the retired admiral’s Navy colleagues. Turner oversaw :
an annual CIA report comparing U.S. and Soviet defense spending, |
and it shows that while the U.S. Army and Air Force are being
heavily outspent, the Navy is actually spending more than its
Soviet counterpart. This finding could make it harder for U.S.
admirals to back up their demands for a larger share of the) -
Pentagon budget—which the Navy argues that it legitimately
needs, to build more ships. Its budget tops the Soviet Navy’s
only because the Soviets lack aircraft carriers and planes that:’
require vastly expensive maintenance.
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. return to Iran, That meanis claims against

vlook *favorably”. ‘on-the; United. States’

Behmd Deputy' Secretary of “State’
Warren Christopher’s round-the-clock ef-
fort for the American hostages is this ver-
-bal order from President Carter, arousing .
‘mixed emotions among Ronald Reagan’s
Mnen: free the hostages “at all costs” be- :
fore the Jan. 20 inauguration.-

* ter. A second mble u.sed the word prob-

- will be subjected t'.o in

- The*admonition “at all costs" helps
explam the steép U.S. raise in the hos-
‘tage” bidding: Although State Depart-
ment officials denied the published fig-
ure of '$8 billion, the actual Carter offer
riow stands close’toit’at'a rounded oft“
$7 3 billion: :

.- All"“this has chxll'ed.'U S. bankers and
means moré- Gutflow akiead for the leaky
US:-Treasury: :While. Reagan abjures
“bargaining” with "barba.nans” and con--
‘demps paying ransom, his foreign policy
advisers would be delighted to have the
hoetage headache: cured . before he is

sworn in. For Jimmy Carter, there are no
doubts: if~his: last. hid-fails, he rightly
fears: thehostage taint will dommate his-
tory’s view of his premdency. i |
- Carter's order-t6 win. hostage freedom !
-“at all costs” has_concerned major banks |
_holding: frozen Iranian- ‘assets that would-

he taken over by the Us: government for |

Iran for outstanding debts in the end
may have to be paid - by ‘unsuspecting|
American taxpayers. That could ‘delay
.payment to-the benkers far mto the fu—
‘ture. - .- i
p Nevertheless, the banks cannot inter-
vene..“We cannot even think about tam-
_pering with' such™a’ life-or-death issue,”’
‘one~major Manhittan - ‘bank ‘executive
“told” s *If we: did, the" politicians in
Washmgton would’ strmg s up thl‘out a
peep from anyone.”s =25
."What has -worried- Carter admxmstra—
‘txon officials-far-more than the banks:is
‘the- Reagan- reaction.-Strenuous efforts:
“have been made to tie Reagan to any. hos-
.tage deal negotiated but.not finally con-.
‘summated by Carter before Jan, 20,
% ‘A top-secret White House cable.to U. 8.
-emissaries in Algeria went as far as possi-
sble to satisfy Iranian ‘doubts about the in-:
:coming administration.- If the hostages|
:are freed before Jan. 20, it said, Secretary
.of State-designate Alexander Halg would

carrying out the bargain pledged by Car-:

a7 maT

" ~hour ended one of the most disgraceful:
-Lepnsodes in ‘American history, whatever

Ai Aﬁ Cosats H@S‘tégee'ieai

ably.” .. -
Pubhcly, Reagan and Haxg are. buymg

nothing of the kind. Insiders declare that
any deal ‘smacking of high-cost ransom
-’scrutmy be—

fore Reagan agrees. -
The reality is more comphcated If
" Carter issues an executive order unfreez-
ing the Iranian assets, Reagan’s options-
will be. circumscribed. Besides, the onus
on paying tribute for the hostages would'
.be Carter’s, not Reagan’g. - -
There is, moreover, an additional rea-,
:son for Reauan and Haig privately to wel-
'come even an “at all costs” Carter deal of
-cash for hostages: ending the- hostave..
crisis would cost the Soviet Union its hoe-
.tage trump card and free the U.S. hand
.in the Persian Gulf. Once the bostages
ware freed, the United States once again’
becomes a competitor with Moscow for
‘future influence with one of the richest
end most strategically important coun-
tries bordering the Soviet Union. - - -
Soviet mtrwue against the United
States in Iran has increasingly concerned,
the lame duck president, One month ago,
“Carter began to worry that the. Kremlm
‘was fomenting radical Tranian factions to
_block any consensus for releasmg the hos-
tages, . - 3o et
" He asked for a thorouvh Central Intel-
ligence Agency study of Moscow’s true

policy. But"when Tt arrived .in, the Oval;
Offfee, it _was_a_useless” "maybe yes,
_maybe no” assessment of the Kremlin's
.mtentlonst at told Carter nothing, -
Reagan advisers need no.
1 hey are certain the Soviets want to per-
petl.ate the hostage crisis in their own in
-terest.. No matter how hesitant the- new’
; president i3 in promoting a new U.S.-Tra:!
inian era, release of the hostages xmmedn-
ately ends Soviet effectiveness in poison-;
.ing relations between Washington and.
-Iran. That ‘could .prove' ‘invaluable- for:
Reagan in the coming battlee over- tha :
lPerman Gulf and its oil, :
< For the old’ presxdent, wha ‘matters
rnost is. history’s blessing.: He" wants _it:
-written that Jimmy Carter at. the. 11th:

the cost to American taxpayers
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_3aeX ANDERSON | |

~ Win Some, Lose Seme — A’ recery!
- confidential intelligence report SUDS: Jug‘\
-the: Kremlin's latest achievements :0f,
the~international scene this. way: “Thea|
_Soviets have gamed footholds, whether|
"through proxies or in their own right,in
. Afghanistan; South Yemen, Et}nc»pra,.‘
Angola, : Grenada,’ Vxetnam: andf,»- pf‘

. C“bal” T A“ ’ ﬂ
: The ‘report- contmuea. "I‘he mpot:-r
:tance of such footholds in terms of gives
- ing the Soviets-access to port and repaiy
ifacilities;. and of prowdmg Staging el
landmg ls,] trmmng areas | and-aothe:..

nsable ‘support- to mﬂm:yvac-

tivit should not be mderatxma’eeda

: ,’;(j;_‘;Another assified summary tots it allr'
“up, Saying- “At the present.time, Soviet.

~ found in 30, countries adbering formaly® -
- fozithes - Neutral -;. and- Non-Ahgneeh' - o o
(NNA):- "Movementy Soviet - arms:! arey ‘

- eing soldto33 NINA nations.” :
" Z:iThesgloomy y. cloud:of Soviet. agexess’
“sion  has. it3: silver lining, thoughs. ac--
@};cordmg “4o- the - ULS.: intelligence,; ana-;

._;M“Sowet attempts. fo.insert:
© 3. presence: outside their ownt: ‘territory”

have met.wr t.h setbacks as well as.sucz:

B Thei record mhardly unble.mm_

[y
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'-__ For_‘reasons that. are not ear,

. luctant to. call the Soviet Union-to a

..;emn treaty promises, reported by 1

tmLtreatxes ‘with the Umted States

Intelhgen sources “told . my ass
ate Dale: Van Atta the September nu
.clear - explosion - was - -somewhere  hé

Y
;

" that the:actual intensity of
“was around 400 kilotons.

:-US, officials could not’ ‘ignore the in

~kiloton limit permitted:- by the thresh-"
‘old treaty*So. the United States offi-

- Ambas&ador Anatoly Dobrynin, -
5= Theviolation “of : the: germ-waxfar
. treaty could be even more serious, Th:
verdlovsk dxsaster,,whxch killed hun.

Soviet Breaches o

e
- ‘Carter.administration- has -proved re-’

_"The: ;agréements’ are.: the’’ .Threshold .
976"

v mdent, as they: have - often ;done ..in-:
*-previous, cases,.becauseeven the lowest -
- yiéld estimate was well above: the 150~ :

s clally<expressed “concern” ‘to- Sowet‘. :

: been developmg bxologlcal weapons for :

offensxve use, prohabl smce Wor{d

.~ countfor two glarmg breaches of sol- "+

Resemsts at the mxhtary base wera
the first to die. Nf;xt were: workers at’ a

:~The official’ Soviet. explanatmn was

seven hours, had. contracted anthrax
from - an illegally slaughtered cow. A |
classified. CIA report- dated April 4,

“.1980, notes that, however, the deaths

tween 160.and: 630 kilotons. Many. ex- .- “were-caused by pulmonary anthrax as

ol ‘perts’ conclude ‘that” the-wide diver-. =

-gence‘in : measurement’ data suggests’ "~ which would be more likely if anthrax-

'contammated beef were eaten or han-
. dled.” : .

opposed to gastric- or -skin anthrax,

'*.“The céramics factory was' sprayed'
inside and out- with- chloramine, and

“:large areas around the military instal--
*lation were graded and covered with !
. a.sphalt,” the CIA reported. “Wild ani-

mals in a small forest near the [facnhty] ;
were  allegedly killed, anid most dogs in ;
zthe city. dlstnct were. picked u and;
"destroyed.” . -

“The.exact number of casualties was .
covered -up, but” analysts-have esu-i
ated the- toll ‘at- between 200 . ‘and

000. “Unconfirmed. reports: claimed |

quantities of the anthrax germs. ~;3, i

that the victims, who died within six or ]

lowmg the ﬁmt casualtxes “ tha CIA_re-
POt states. o e . I
. " Noting that an e&'ect:we Iethal dose
ors an - individual -is 10,600 -anthrax!
. spores, the CIA concludes that anexs; -

*+ tremely” large ‘nurnber” of ‘the spora ‘
. ‘must - have. been Teleased : — . “effae:
" 'twely ‘negating +any - ass&asment . of
peaceful -or defensive raearch bemg
onducted there..; -

|

that . the mstallatlon ‘commander,:a
j_';-general offi cer, commxtted suxczde fol
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Iragis Trai

Despite the near-hysterical rhetoric
emanating from both Iran and Irag,
the desert conflict so far has been less

than total war: But U.S. intslligence -
~ analysts say there is danger of escala-A-

tion in a particularly gruesome area:

;effi fo:r @hefmmai

these training facilities ¢ hlfrhhghtﬂ the

importance [the Iragis] place on being .

prepared to operate in'a contamj-

coz i-’: AT R

states.
The obstacle courses were used as

chermcal warfare. .

~ The reason chemical or bnologléal'

“weapons have not been used may be
simply .that the.balance of - terror -in .
this field is clearly in Iraq’s favor, and
the Iragis have been -doing well
enough with conventional forces—so
far, But if the fortunes of war should
change- dramatically, Iraqi President
Saddam Hussein may decide to stave
off disaster-by resortmg to chemlcal
weapons. : .
- Iran has done relatwelyhttle to de—
.velop chemical warfare capability, or
defense against such attacks. But
Hussein'is known to consider chemi-
cals a useful military tool. Irag’s mod-
est stockpile of chemical-biological
‘weapons is a legacy from its years as a
military client of the Soviet Union.

The Iraqis began actively acquiring

a chemical warfare potential in the
mid-1970s. As a secret Defense Intel-

- ligence Agency report put it, Iraq em- -

barked on-"an aggressive. chemical-
biological-tadiological ~ program,” in-
- cluding- the construction of training

. fdcilities -..... . - modeled- atter Sovnet;'

- CBR installations.”
Intellizence sources dlscovered “at

part- of general Jraqi army training.

_tive clothing,” the report notes..

+ :“Each Iraqi division has an organic-

chemical company that is’ equipped

Cprimarily with Soviet-manufactured

. matertel such as the truck-mounted

nated envxronment one secret report :

_“In these areas, troops are instructed. -
to bypass or move through contami-
--nated: obstacles and perform normal. ~
combat duties while wearing protec-

i e

¥

aﬁar

used auamﬂt . potentxal adver
saries, sucb as I.ran and . Israel.!
Numerous weapons systems already :
in the Iragi inventory.are capable of:
(delivering “CBR . munitions, which |
would have to be externally swoplied.”
Intelligence sources told my associ-|
ate Dale- Van. Atta that the- Frencb_,%_
who replaced the Russians as Iraq’s |
major military supplier, have not pro—
vided chemical weapons. But the [ra-
gis have built up a smaﬂ s’cockplle nn
theirown.. .+ s -

5

t&oif-’

it

ARS12 and DDA353 decontamination-

apparatus,” an _intelligence report

states..
Iraqi” ground force has a chemical
branch, and -CBR doctrine is most
likely based on Soviet concepts.”

“As In the Soviet Army, the !

Before relations with the Kremlin:
cooled following Hussein’s crackdown

on Yragi communists in 1978, the-
Soviets reportedly supplied small. |

amounts of cnemxcal warrare auenta
for training use. ‘

least 15 locations” in Iraq whers CBR

"nously:

obstacle courses had been constructed |

with R Russian_help. ' The-.extent of

1

The Iraqis had “no known chemical
warfare . production capability, - al-.
though the technological base . re-.
quired to produce nerve agent exists, .
and an attempt has.reportedly been-
made to do so,” according to an intel- . !
ligence analysis. It ¢ cludeq omi- - |

“The- Iraqm reahze that once ac- .
quired, weapons of this type could be:
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tantalizing
Tootnote in a

House Select_
Committee on Tntelligence
. ear]y This vear stated that the
Soviet Union 'is  spending
“Youghly 3200 million a year on
support of ‘national libera-
tion"” rmovements. what 1his
means in practice is that the
Soviet Union is currently giv-
ing arms, military training,
funds and operational intelli-
gence to organizations that
often engage in terrorist acts
against Western countries and
nations whose governments
are generally friendly to the
West. o :
-. Official Soviet spokesmen-of
course deny that Moscow sup-
. ports ‘‘terrorism,” and they |
have issued vigorous denunci-
ations of specific terrorist ac-
tions. Indeed, repeated Soviet
<laims that they are assisting
“national liberation” forces
| fighting “‘imperialism’ in the

third worid have led to much
sernantic confusion, One pften
hears, for example, that “one
man's terrorist is another
man’s freedom fighter.”” Yetit
remains c¢lear that, whatever
its .political purposes, an
armed political group engaged
in bombing, sabotage, kidnap-
ping or murder, especially of

« ground fighting
' regime.”
. At a speret may
i 5aw. Pact lead:
Prague in Augus
leader LeonidI. B
tribute to the rol
i tional liberation*
i inchanging the **( %
forces” in favor
countries.”” His s
contents of wh

000100060001-2

known to the British and
American Governments
through leaks by East Euro-
‘| pean delegates - suggested
that the Soviet Union is seek-
ing to exploit terrorism as a

‘ign policy. Since Brezhnev
made his speech, the Soviet
Union has notably increased
" its support for one national lib-
eration movement, the P.L.O.,
which has become a coordina-
tor of many international ter-
rorist groups as well as a revo-

civilians, is practicing terror-
ism. The Palestine Liberation;
Organization (P.L.0.), for in--
stance, which is openly sup-
-ported by the Soviet Union,
must be counted a terrorist or-
ganization — even if some
prominent Western politicans
choose to express the view that
itismot.

The Soviet Union is keenly
aware from its own historical
experience that terrorism can
contribute to the fatal weaken-
ing of A non-Communist re-
gime. At the Jerusalem Con-
ference on International Ter-
rorism in 1979, Richard Pipes,

professor of history at Har-
; vard’s Russian Research Cen-
| ter, suggested that the way
| revolutionary terrorisrm had

| undermined the czarist state

! in Russia and helped to create
the conditions in "which the
Bolsheviks seized power had
*left an indelible imprint on

Robert Moss, co-author of the
novel,*The Spike,”” und a col-~:
umnist for The London Daily -
Telegraph, lectures at the:
Royal College of Defense Stud-
ies in London and the NATO

the minds of the Soviet leader-
ship.”” In  Professor Pipes's

view, “nearly all the elements.

of Soviet global strategy are
essentially an adaptation to
foreign policy of methods
which had been learned by the

Defense College n Rgffoved %W@ﬂ@m

lutionary vanguard in the Mid-
dle East.
d
According to Maj. Gen.

il Shlomo Gazit, the former chief |.
of Isracli military intelli-

gence, terrorists currently re-
ceive training at more than 40
establisnments inside the
Soviet Union. The most impor-
tant training camps are lo-
cated in the suburbs of Mos-

Baku, Tashkent and Odessa.
Similar camps have been set
up in the satellite countries in
Eastern Europe: for example,
- at Karlovy Vary and Doupov
in Czechoslovakia, at Vama in
Bulgaria, at Lake Vama in
Hungary and near Finster-
walde in East Germany. Maj.

Secretary at the Defense
'Ministry in Prague who de-
fected in 1968, has reported
that the training programs in

direct supervision of the Soviet
internal-security and intelli-
gence: agencies, the K.G.B.
(Committee for State Securi-
ty) and the G.R.U. (Soviet

Military - Intelligence). The |

same pattern seems to apply
throughout the Soviet bloc, in-

are also deployed at terrorist

calculated instrument of for- |}

Cukradug L Wlvuagice W L
many thousands. Since 1974,
- according to P.L.0. defectors,
¢ more than 1,000 Palestinians
" alone have been- trained in
Soviet-bloc camps. Courses at |
. the Soviet military academy
near Simferopol have been at-
tended by groups from rival
wings of the P.L.O., including
Al Fatah, the Popular Front
for the Liberation of Palestine |
(P.F.L.P.) and the Palestine
Liberation Front *~(P.L.F.).
Zendi Labib Terzi,. = the
P.L.0.'s United Nations ob-
" server, said in a 1979 interview
that **the Soviet Union, and all
the sccialist countries. . . open
up their military academies to

cow, in Simferopol ' in the .
Crimea, and in the cities of |

Gen. Jan Sejna, a former First |

his country are run under the |

. . .ourfreedom fighters.””
Some recruits are selected
from the stream of foreigners
invited to attend the Patrice |
Lumumba People's Friend- |
ship University, under the su-
pervision of the International
Department of the Communist
Party's Central Committee. A !
former professor from the uni-
versity who now lives in Brit-
ain says that most of the fac: |
uity are career members of!
the K.G.B.or G.R.U.,and that | -
one of its main functions is to |
provide a center for the re-!
- cruitment of agents and sabo- | .
teurs from third-world coun- :
tries. ) . oo
The most famous alumnus of
- the Patrice Lumumba Univer-
sity is the Venezuelan terrorist -
Ilich Ramirez Sanchez, alias’
“Carlos.”” In an interview with ;
a Paris-based Lebanese maga- :
zine, Carlos revealed that his
passage to Moscow in 1968 was
" paid for by the Venezuelan K .
Communist Party. By his own
_account, Carlos was expelled.
from Patrice Lumumba for:
loose living and indiscipline.
However, West European in-'

i
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Otefligence sources maintain,
CONTITIn
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i ost Americans still think of
the Caribbean countries on |
our southern shores as a lux- |
urious string of “Fantasy Islands”— ]
honeymoon hideaways where we can
bask in the warm sun, fanned by gen-
tle tropical breezes. |

The grim truth is that the Canbbean

‘nations are today being swept by
revolutionary winds, . fanned by
Cuba’s Fidel Castro in behalf of the
Kremlin. -Soviet strategisis see the
islands as political machetes aimed at
‘more vulnerable and vital govern-
ments throughout Latin America. The
Soviet goal, according to intelligence
analyses, is to encircle the fabulous
Caribbean oil reserves orf the Mex-
ican coast. :

There is no doubt in the minds of
American analysts that the Kremlin's
wily old Leonid Brezhnev is hiding
behind Castro’s beard. Dectares one
top-secret study: “Castro has demon-
strated that the issues that had strained
Cuban-Soviet refations so severely [13
years ago] are no longer even minor ir-
ritants. Cuban submission has been
complete. The brash, young Carib-
bean rebel of the mid-1960s has been
replaced by a mature, responsible,
self-critical member of the team ...."

“Not until recently have U.S. policy-|

makers awakened to the fact that our
island neighbors, most of them newly
independent of colonial rule, have |
become pawns in a power struggle for’
- control of the Caribbean. Previously,
the State Department treated the
islands as training schools for young,
inexperienced personnel or as pleas-
. ant but unimportant havens for aging

diplomats and political hacks.

Only in the past few.months has the |
Carter Administration begun to real-
ize that a major confrontation is toil-
ing up or our back doorsteps.

Two islands, Grenada and Jamaica,
have -already been drawn into the .
Castro orbit. Tiny St. Lucia is being |
magnetized in the same direction. So
are the governments of Guyana and
Surinam on the rim of the Caribbean
basin. Across the Gulf of Mexico in
Central America, our past treatment
of Nicaragua, El Salvador and
Guatemala as banana republics |5 3
bearing bitter fruit. .

| have examined hundreds of pages
of secret intellisence documents,
which underscore the-seriousness of
the sitiation. In dry language, the
disturbing documents tell a story of.
indifference, - indecision and in-
competence in Washington. Although
this negligence now jeopardizes vital |
U.S. interests in the Caribbean, the
story has been swept under the
secrecy cover to avoid ofﬁcnal embar-
rassment. : |

Consider  these developments,'
which the Carter Administration has !
seemed helpless to cope with: '
® A coup in Grenada in March 1979
provided Castro with a .solid new
foothold in the island chain. Marxist
Maurice Bishop ousted the leader
backed by the United States, Eric
Gairy; and installed a totalitarian
regime heavily reliant on Cuba. -

-which  ousted dictator :
"Somoza. Now the Cubans are repeat- |

® In Jamaica, Prime Minister Michael
Manley has come under Castro’s spell. |

‘With general elections in the offing, ;

one secret intellivence report predlcts i
he will “present a more moderate im-|
age to the voters” and play down his i

‘intimacies with Havana” temporan-- ’
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e In Central America, the Nicaraguan |
junta is indebted to Castro for sup-
porting their g,uernlla movement, ;
-Anastasio |

ing the Nicaraguan strategy in El Sal- ;
vador and Guatemala.  ~
Castro has been able to score these :
successes at a time when his own
island economy is in sore distress. Cu- |
ban agriculture has been ravaged by
two devastating crop vears in a row.)
Falling living standards and worsening
depression have caused widespread
disaffection. The Sowviets, - with
economic strains of their own, are un-|
willing to pump into Cuba more than
the 59 million a day they now invest. |
Manpower, more than money or
military manipulation, has been the
secret of Castro’s success in the
islands. Take Grenada, where, accord-;
ingtoa secret CIA report to Congress,‘
“_..as far as we can tell, the coup oc-
curred...from local circumstances.
The Soviets had nothing to do with it
or the Cubans either....” o
But once the coup took place, Cas-
tro moved swiftly. A cadre of 250
Cubans went to work in the capital of| —
St. George’s, building a modern jet air-
port while the Americans twiddled
their thumbs. Now Castro’s military in-
structors are training Crenadas new
people’s army. -
© Within a week of the Somoza over-
throw Castro sent a consignment of;
200 teachers to Nicaragua to help the
new regime open schools for the fall
session. By the close of the school year :
this summer, 1200 Cuban teachers were |
A

3
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-nerable to a Soviet missile. attack,-Defensev_

-Newport,- R.I:;x the—Defenéé -Secretary ‘de-!

- from-recent U.Szintelligence. . reports, - ad-.
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rudear missile: fon'rce' may: alrea.dy ‘be:: vul-‘

partux&fmm earlierassessments:. !
-~<Just'sevemr months’ 2go; in his annual
port-on-U.S.: defenses,  Mr. Brown- predxcted
that the Soviets:would-attain the capabthty‘
to-déstroy. many- or-Inost of. Amnerica’s:1,000
Minuteman rmssxles *within a' year. or two.

c'ared YThat: -potential; has been- reahzed

~g!oorruer assessmentr *which was. derived

‘vances oy only a-few-months; at-most, the
: long-expected onset: of a.period of -U S ‘-mxs-
-sile vuinerability - i
%=z But the disclosure. could hand a: powerful
pohncal weapon.-to- Republican presidential.
' normninee Ronald .Reagan, ‘who is .camnpaiga
mg on a chargethat: President- Carter has
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_“Window. of ‘Vulnerability’
-,* - But.thé Republicans accuse the President
of ‘going..forward , too ‘slowly- with.-the- - MX:
missile,, and_ of missing other. oppmtunmes
“to shorten-the widely-predicted ‘window of :
‘vulnerablhty" -for- the -Jand: hased U.3. mu-
Cclear:strike orce:: -One-'of those missed op-}

M Ca.rters 1977, decision: to. cancel: the- Bl

Tlta.n mlssxles. carry, only about -a fourth:of]
total of 9,200 nuclear warhea,ds, The

the. Republicans’; view, was’

ng. the Mmuteman and a-small force of. 54

" The Defense Secretary said the: :
Isa “refinement, a’ codlhcatton ! of a- lonv-,
evolvmg U.8x strategy ‘That.strategy: he 1
said,’aims at giving. the. Preside ‘nt-the flexi-.
blhty to respond 0. any ‘Soviet. nuclear at—«
tack in-a variety of:y way:; -othér: than by, sxm-i
ply"juxﬂeasnmﬂ' :all. of - America’s - nLclear
‘might " "at “once _ to ~obliterate :
cmes ‘factories and- bases.- | ;

“Pentagon officials: explam that US ana~'
Iysts fear some-: Sovxet :military “leaders.
‘might be willing to 0'amble that a “limited:
Russian nuclear. attack on temote U.S." mis-"
‘sile sﬂos or -bases.in; Europe that- killed
fewer:’ ‘people than: an all-out :nuclear on-
.slaught, would leave a ‘president unwilling to 4
order total destruction of.the.Soviet Dmon_
Fux’ther' ‘some. Soviet rrulxtary writings sug--
gest'that, through-a. protractad: exchanve of
such "hrmted" striXes; the side that lost less;
mlhta:y power couldwin."! + =

“Mr. Brown declared; “It is our puhcy S
to ‘ensure that- the Soviet Ieadershxp knows?;
that if. they chose'somé 1nterr‘»=d1ate level of:
aggression;zwe.. could, by +selective,~ ~large
(but? stilt-less than  maximum) nuclear ‘at-
. tacks,“éxact an und.cceptably high.price in
. the thmgs the Soviétleaders appear to value;
> most%These- thmas are; he said, *‘political
*and’ rmhta.zy control,; mﬂitary force both nu-’
clear a.nd conventzonal a.nd the mdusmal

ep.a

sumvéble and endunng capacxty 1o ‘ditack
the full range of targsts, including the Soviet’
econormc base ’:’.-lf such all-out retahzmon is’

com eys to the‘So'nefs that any or all of the
componenfs_ of Soviet:power. can be:struck in
retahanon “not.only - their. trban ndusmal

,.shou convmce-_So-
“that :.my notion. of. victory. in
) xunreahshc, --becausesr: 1\:
‘places in jeopardy.the very. parts ‘of Soviet’
‘society—mainly, the. “political - and; mxhtary
systemsv-whose survwal is thg'ke

dest_x'ucnou ;and ‘said, it would hke)y;esca.
:late afull-scale,) nudeanwar that wo
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.. “Examiper Washington Bureay -

* WASHINGTON — The CIA has coneluded
that’ “there is considerable evidence that the

Soviets intend a permanent mnilitary presence” in
Afghanistan similar to the $5year-old occupation
of East Germany and are using the war to test
untried weapons “in a combat environment.”

“Many of these items of equipment,” the top-
secret study concludes. “are not dctually newly
introduced but this is the first time they have
heen evaluated under combat conditions.™ . -

A copy of the report was made available to
The Examiner. - u:-, - -, R

. The weapons include new t\pe» of armored

personnel carriers, multiple rocket launcher sys- -
tems, automatic mortars, fixed-wing and helicop-

ter aircraft, armored minedaying vehicles, auto-
-matic grenade launchers, assanlt rifles and “a -

- “for years :
. ed plotting the construction of a_railway link

new hattle management computer system.” .
~“In the new configurations the kinds of divi-

s1001s that they mainly brought in, the rotorized’

rifle divisions, were basically developed for use in
the European theater_or perhaps
a senior intelligence official explained. . .

" “They are hardly adapted for the Kind

zof

against China,” -

redatively small unit operations in very difficult’

lerrain against guerrilla forces. which are their
problem in Afghanistan,” he said. As a result, the
Soviet army of about 85,000 has had to improvise
adaptations on a host of equipment. i

- “Théy are putting more slits into their helicop-
ters both behind and through the roof in order to
k< able 1o install additional machine guns which

will be able to be fired at“the peopie who -

atherwise are firing at the Soviets” from moun-
lain tops, the official added. c 1

This is the evidence cited by the CIA study

that projects an Indeflle Soviet miitary pres
ence 10 support the Marxist
Atghan society-

L areover by
Cabinet posts in every Afghan ministry except
il Foreign Ministry
deputy direetor positions “because of the min-
try’s visibility and its dealings with foreigners,”

“All decisions are Soviet.” the report states:
“The Ministry -of Information and Culture is
perhaps the most blatantly Sovietdominated
with virtually -all press releases being produced
by Soviet ‘personnel. Soviets have even been
assigned as editors of Afghan newspapers.”

In addition, since last fall Soviet civilian advi-

sers said 10 number well over 10,000 have been

transformation of
Sb"ﬂ'et officials of senior

where Afghans occupy

drafting a new Afghan constitution and Supervis-.

mg the introduction of new Marxist text books in
woondary schooks. . - D -

£

“gate, the security of the old palace where he Hves |
L 13 in Soviet hands, o S

" six chief advisers are
- described as o total”
- his father told Babrak
~With his Russian retinue. The
‘hold the Soviet Union contempt.”

.7 “"Soviet domination of Afghan natural gél's';.:_
.- resources —

. economic significance.” the report states.

" "Soviet deliveries
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té:'a.‘sc; 'ha'v:é'_ been sem

“Soveral thousand Stadon

-to the Soviet Union and East Europe for.indoctri- [*

pation. “Russian iIs fast becoming the nation's|
second language,” the teport states. - o
- 50 total s Afghan dependence on Moscow
that Babrak Karmal, the Afghan prime minister.
s said to be a virtual prisonéer” of the Soviet |:
Union. “Except for a dozen sentries at the main|:

“Babrak’s bodyguard, chef, driver, doctor and
all Soviets. His olation is|"
.__the CIA study sags. “thai
never to entér his house
old man 15 said 1o

Econonii¢ dependence als

to come.” Soviet engineers have start-

from the Russian border to the Kabul area.
the controls for the pipeline‘are in’

Soviet terrritory — suggests-a Soviet intention to -
exploit other Afghan resources believed to be of

“Meanwhile, the Soviets-are virtualty feedj_ng
Afghanistan, Several large grant-in-aid wheat de. ;

© liveries have been announced, the latest on 20

April for 140,000 tons. The insurgency is having a
major impact on food production. L
will increase in importance,”
the CIA projects, “perhaps to the point of total
dependence,” e : h

.+ © The Russians also are
infrastructure
ades ahead. L SR - .
"~ Two permanent bridges are being built across
the Amu Darya River that separates Afghanistan
from the Soviet Union. “These two bridges will
replace Soviet pontcon bridges utilized by the
Soviet overland

buildmg the internal

..~ The Soviets also are building up fuel reserves

_ by constructing permanent underground gaso-
line and water
‘throughout the country: These, however, have

storage facilities at military bases .

been increasingly sabotaged by disloyal Afghan
army troops. Permanent quarters, including offi-
cers clubs, also are being constructed. :

Hardened ammunition storage facilities are

~being built at the huge Soviet base at Pole
- Khornri as is a permanent communications facili- . -

Iy 10 replace mobile field communications used .
during the first months of the invasion. A large

Secret CIA report on Afghs

< and the failure of a recent campaign to recru;

_-Russian ci\'ilian‘.adv,iser_s have started returning |

il RN

to suppoit the takeover for dec- 3

- But the CLA report is not \'éfy éﬁtirm‘m’c about
- the chances of

imvasion force which moved into -
,Afghaniﬂqu‘ in Jate Decem_ber 1979," the report

_.fight despite little external support.”

STAT
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. “Soviet military headquarters is ‘under constry
ction north'of Kabul. -~ " " 2
_.-~® In addition to arresting 8 and 10-year<l
children who are protesting the Russian occupy
= tion, “Army and policé press gangs are noy
».raiding residential areas in Kabul, searching o
»young males down to 15 vears despite Afghan)|
stan’s legal draft age of 2225 years” . -,
- This results from the defection of almost twt
“thirds of Afghanistan’s regular 100.000-man arm]

40,000 troops despite incentives of free trips t
- Moscow for NCO and officer training, pay raise
~ and bonuses for extending service, L .
< According:-to the CIA -report, “only a few

.. hundred Afghanis were recruited. _ . - .-
:The Soviet Union also bas had to replace it
original invading army, which was heavily copr
posed.of soldiers from Soviet Moslem republics in
- ‘Central Asia, with regular army troops, some of
whom have been transferred from Eastern Eu

: rope. .., o ‘ “; n. e BRI .
- . The Moslems were called up for the first threg
. months of the invasien. Their tours could not bey
_extended without the declaration of a_national
“emergency, something the Kremlin feared wouid
contlict with its well-greased “peace” offensive,
- .+ As a result, regular Soviet army troops had o
: be used. The standard tour of duty for them
reportedly is two years. Another indication of the
~long-term nature of Moscow’s plans is the fact
that dependents of these troops as well as the

They began to come in last March but were
evacuated in large numbers after the Afghan

- "freedom fighters” hegan inflicting heavy casual

ties on Russian civilians,

these insurgents, who lack a
t-unified command structure and more important,
i the outside arms help to continue their struggle
indefinitely. -.....0 '
. “Despite their hardy constitution and some-
: 'what martial life style, the tribesmen are ill-
. equipped to

face modern military firepower,” the |

. CIA study states. “Without formal military train- |

- ing they cling to classic guerrilla tactics with
o which they are famitiar, -~ o

.- “They are extremely vulnerable to attaek by
-armored vehicles and particularly aircraft”

The report also states that “medical assistance |

715 virtually nil or available
 stani border™ and concludes “the freedom fight-
| €IS are experiencing increasing casualiies.

" “Nevertheless, bolstered by Islam and their
-hatred of the Soviets, the tribesmen continue the-

v
e AT
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- Soviet Submarme is fasfer Hwn U S cmﬁ

By FredS. Honman
~Associated Press -

WASHINGTON — US. mtelllgence :

-sources say the Soviet Union has
begun’ deploying a new :nuclear-
powered attack submanne- that is

faster and can dive deeper than the
-~ . Navy's. nuclear~propulsxon expert,

most advanced American sub..

The Sqviets’ Alfa<class submarine
*may pose a major problem for the
*Navy in thé future if it is built i
large numbers, analysts say, Attack

submarines are used to fight other ..

~$ubmarines and to. hunt and.sink

rnaval and merchant surface ships. ..
» US. intelligence- has- been .aware

1 for some time that the Soviet Union
.was testing the Alfa submarine, but B
:1ts first operational deployment into
sthe North Atlantic Was detected onl A
racently: - .

There were: mdxcatxon:. thar the
sAlfa sub accompanied a Soviet mis-
She-fl ring submarine from the north-
ern part “of the Soviet Union, using
the noise of the Alfa’s machmery 1o
mrow off US. acoustic devices that
Yare used to track such xmssxle subma-
jrmes on patrol. -

“ The Alfa sub has since headed
*toward its home base-in the Soviet

Approved For Release 2006/01/03 : CIA-RDP90-01 _137R00010006(_)001-2

" es, who asked not to be named.

-qubmarme -

Opment of cheaper submarines that
‘can be produced in quannty a trend

Unlon s Arctic reglon ,said the sourc- -
Very little has bzen dlSCIOSed pub-
llcly by defense officials in congres-
sional testimony about the’ Alfa
‘Adm. Hyman. G.. Rlckq,ver the

told Congress in late October that the

Soviets had a "new, deep-ranning,-

very fast nuclear attack submarme "
He did not elaborate. - -

.The United States has no new af-_-
tack submarine under development..’
Recent emphasis has been on devel-

Rlckover has criticized.

" A Navy source estimated the Alfa-
class sub can travel submerged at
speeds of more .than-40 knots. That
would be- faster than the US. Los
Angelesclass submarines, which are
believed to generate speeds of more
than 30 knots. -

- Naval experts said the new Soviet
submatine can operate at depths of
12,000 feet, possibly deeper. That..

cer than” stee]
“hulls”

would ta.ce the Alra below the maxi-| -
- mum depth of U.S. subs.

‘A key to the reported high-speed
and. deep-diving abilities of the Alfa
is said to be the use of titaniurm, rath-
_in’ counstruction. of

Titanium is consxde*ed o be much

stronger than steel and able io take

the enormous pressures experienced

.in ocean depths. Titanivm is hghter
. in weight than steel.

Steel 15 used for the hulls of all u. S
submarines. .
The Soviets customanly pay less

'attennon to making their subma-

rines qmeter and thus less vulnera-
ble to anti-submarine-attacks, than
do American desizners. Navy experts
say the Soviets apparently are willing
to sacrifice the security of quieter
engines for the higher speeds gener-
ated by noisier power plants.”

--Faced with the-probiem of dealmﬂ
with the Alfaclass subs, the Navy in
August moved into advanced devel-
opment of a new lightweight, faster

torpedo to counter the Allas
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Soviets Seen

0.s. Analysts Prc‘d:c% se of ﬁuperfasi Sﬁbs and Laser Weapono‘

" By NICHOLAS DIANILOF{‘ .

tnitsd Prass Internatianal

WASHINGTON —The Smriet'-

Union, which has reportedly spent

$144 billion on arms since 1970, is
developirg an arsenal of advanced~

weapons that includes superfast sub-

marines and futuristic laser weapons. -
Intelligence experts believe the
‘Russians could probably put a laser

on mountaintops in four to five years

_that could knock out low-flying U.S.
“spy satellites by burning up theu-

electronic components. .. *

Later, the Russians may be able to
produce beams of charged elementary
particles that could damage aircraft
and other satellites, “some Air Force
experts believe. :

" For now, U.S. mtelhgence analysts

say, the Russians are making a major

effort to improve the quality of their

conventional and strategic weapons .

even as they reduce some of thelr
numbers.

LOS ANGELES TIMES
16 DECEMBER 1979

.u

Developing F

Among the new weapons, the Umt--’ ,

ed States probably will spot a mobile -
intercontingntal missile—counterpart -
to the U.S. MX—and a full-fledged
aireraft carrier that the Russians once
sneered at as being vulnerable on the
hlgh seas .
None of those weapons lS prohlblt- :
ed by the SALT II trealy. - )
-The treaty would limit the number
of strategic weapons on both sides,
and.it would place modest Jimitations -
on improving quality. “Both sides’
* would be still able to build one new’
- “intércontinental missile. . ™=
." Because of the weak reétraints of
the arms treaty and the vigor of So- '
- viet -defense programs, the” Joint
Chiefs of Staff have concluded: that -
- the treaty is only a modest contribu- -
tion to stemming the US Sovxet
" arms race. :

.Lt. Gen. Thomas Stafford who re-.-

tired last month, as chief of the Air.,

“Forec's research, played a key role in -
" raising questions ‘about Soviet arms

. development. He succeeded in getting-
"~ CIA estimates of Soviet weapons
costs declassified.

~Stafford said in a recent interview,

" “Largued for the release of the CIA

figures because of what they show.
-There’s nothing wrong in releasing
that so long as you don't disclose the
"-way in which you came by them.”

" The figures show that between

* 1970-1978, the Soviet Union spent the -

“equivalent of $104 billion for new
" weapons and $40 billion for research.

Had the .United " States ‘spent the -

" equivalent it could have purchased all -
-.244 B-1 bombers it originally

. planned, all the MX missiles it is'cur-
~ rently proj jecting, all the Trident sub- ~
~marines it would like, as well as the-

* XM-1 tank, a new air transport plane

. and the complete F-14, F-15, F- 16
- F-18 and A-10 fighter programs.

- on the figures to press the Carter Ad-

‘ministration to™ jncrease military
spending by up to 5% a year over the
‘nextfiveyears, . - ™ "
+ The White-House, which pushed a
3% annual increase in real mililary

- big carrier as costly and vulnerable,

_tmental missile. (Russian diplomats
- here acknowledge the Kremlin is in-'

LT d
. " Sem: Sam Nunn (D-Ga.) has seized " 12 and deployment.”

3§3C ATS.

Despite 1mprcsswe intelligence
. gathering resources, the CIA ap-
“parently has no man in Moscow who
can supply "an insight into Sovxet-.
- Weapons planning. (In the 1980s, Col.
Oleg Penkovsky of the Soviet milita- | i
hyy- mtelhgence forwarded valuable :
- data on Soviet weapons. Penkov"ky
‘i was caught and executed in 1883.) .

- The CIA reportedly relies on t‘1e i
! appearance of new Soviet hardware
“to base its estimates. It tries to caleu-"
. late how much each piece of equip-
ment would cost to produce in the
- United States and Soviet Union.

Here are some of the new Soviet
weapons “that U, S analysts are scru-j‘
tinizing:. . - i

~The "Alpha" is a deep- dmn
fast-cruising sub. It has been trailed
by US. waxsmpa and has astounded ‘

Navy men by. being able fo travel at
speads up to 40 knots. Its major disad- !

+ vantages: it makes a great deal of
noise and is easy to trail. ’ !
—The Russians have begun exper- .

imenting with catapults and specially -
teinforced * MIG-27 - fighters, That

- evidence, combined vnth articles by -
-Soviet Vice Admiral K. Stalbo, has

led Navy intelligence to conclude the :
- Russians are preparing to build a true;
“aireraft carrier in the 60,000-ton |
class. In the past, they sneered at the | |
-—The Soviets are'on the verge of
. developing a land-mobile intercon- i

creasingly ‘concerned about the vul-
. nerability of .their land-based mis-
,Siles.)- The Pentagon research chief,
"William Perry, said, “They will prob- ’
ably ‘go road-mcbile. They will go
-small, even smaller than our MX'
(190,000 pounds). Since they don't
have many roads, they wull be hrmted

—Soviet (and Arnerican) iuturlsnc :
laser weapons are almost here, Staf-
“ford said. “The. laser is going to be |
here very soon, before the charged [
particle beam,” he said. “We could !
p}'otctype a laser weapon which could :
blow up a low-altitude satelhte from

- spending over the next decade, was -a mountaintop. =~ >

‘miffed, but phllosophxcal over. this’ l

! development. -
So far, no one has dxsputed the hg-

o~
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_ vast oil deposits, but that finding was .
- Washington sources said. The sources™
- survey, the Soviets wrote two contra-"
_ officials, said there was no evidence',
“of oil deposits; the.other, for Moscow -

. officials, said there was. A State De-
- partment - official said Western sur--

_: US. intelligence reports assert that ;
Soviet experts concluded eight-years.
- ago that .Afghanistan probably has
- never reported to Afghan authorities, !
said that: after a 1969-71 geological |

dictory reports. One, given to Afghan |

veys in Afgbanistan found the coun-

- try poor in oil, and several U.S. oil ex-
. perts said they were unfamiliar with

the intelligence. réport, but that they
doubied that Afghenistan has signifi-:
ceantoil. .t s e

1
|

wlatael .

STAT

Approved For Release 2006/01/03 : CIA-RDP90-01137R000100060001-2




STAT

' Approved For Release 2006/01/03 : CIA-RDP90-01137R0
/ RTICTS CEPTARED 06/01/03 - 09100060001-2
ON PAGESA = 25 June 1979
j A

\f 3 ‘ o W i y > - i DT . A7
s = haf Crude Price Wik Reach

';" = |1 = i =2 ’-_,, ; i 31 g — T G = g _ 5 r"""'h B -
5 Nauh | ANEIST e S Fohev FavormeEiSsuen

President Carter’s policy of buying a
politically profitable but. impossible Mideast
peace by diverting America’s oil imporis to
Israel (SPOTLIGHT, May 28) now means that
you will pay more than $2.25 per gallon in
1932, The angry Arab nations, once staunch
1U.S. allies, are fighting Carter’s diplomatic in-
vasion with their own best weapon: oil.

- American motorists was the creation of '
the_oil monopolists, among whom Sheik:
. Yamani included the major U.S. petro- .
leum producers. . . g

EXCLUSIVE TO SPOTLIGHT

By George Nicholas -~ -

rm contract at $40 per barrel by 1982 —meaning that -
otorists will fill their gas tanks at $2.25-plus per -
il Minister Sheik Ahmed Zaki Yamani,
g of top U.S.

Crude oil sold on long-te
the year after next U.S. m
=allon—was firmly forecast by Saudi O
tha world petroleum cartel’s senior spokesman, to a small gatherin
industrial executives at a secret London meeting last month.

The SPOTLIGHT has learned from
brief reunion—the second in three month:
tuxurious London flat under cover of tight secrecy
precautions which sealed off the.entire block to uninvited passersby.

The SPOTLIGHT’s .sources, who_include a’ semior oil analyst frequently
consulted by the White House, have identified the leader of the American
group at the tense and grim London meeting as Thomas Murphy, the chairman
of General Motors. _ _ 3 T

Top executives from DuPont Co., the leading chemical combine, Alcoa, U.S.
Steel, General Electric and International Harvester were among the industrial

' -Noting that during most of 1973 the
world experienced a plentiful supply of :
petrolenm products, the minister revealed -
that *‘This oversupply, this glut of oil, :
became a great source of worry to all of us
in the fuel business.”” The U.S. oil majors
feared that gasoline prices would drop,
‘while the petroleum-exporting countries .
grouped in OPEC saw with growing

_ concern that “*all thought of fuel efficien-
¢y, of energy conservation went out the :
window. ' R
‘‘Moreover,”’ the OPEC leader told the !
American industrialists in what proved the :
meeting’s .most - explosive revelation; |
“‘overconfidence in the oil surplus ren.|

well-placed Wall Street sources that the
s—took ‘place at Sheik Yamani’s
and unprecedented security

giants who were present. A ) _ IR

In a 40-minute briefing subsequently described by participants as “somber’’
and “‘uncompromising,’’- the Saudi Jeader- warned the managers of U.S.
industry that the world petroleum cartel intends to tighten its stranglehold on
‘nel resources, especially high-grade oil. . o

}
|
i

Dropping his first bombshell, the Saudi minister unhesitatingly admitted that b
the petroleum shoﬂfaﬂ%ﬁ?ﬂ%%@s&@% 2006/9103 2GlinRIRB MMEH$37ROVE 1000

dered Washington's policymakers in-!

" different to Arab needs and aspirations. -

U.S. foreign policy took a wrong turn. It :

-ended up in the morass of the pro-Zionist ;

Begin-Sadat pact. We are wholly against :
that so-called ‘Camp David" treaty. We '
have decided to inake use of all our!
ho natural and financial, i
|
+

to compel the abrogation of that treaty.””
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SPOTLIGHT
18 June 1979

The manufacz‘ured oil Shorzage is being ex-
ploited by international power brokers. Events
are rapidly unfolding and point in one direc-
tion: ever-higher fuel prices that .inflame
another war to waste the lives of America’s
voung men. For an in-depth disscussion on
now these clandestine forces lead the world in-

to such horrors, read the SPOTLIGHT

editorial of May 28: **For Whom DID the Bell |

Toll?”’ The U.S. government itself stated, last.
November, that it would “‘stage fake energy

emergencies” (SPOTLIGHT, June 11).

EXCLUSIVE TO SPOTLIGHT

By George Nicholas

Drastlc new oil price incréases that could provoke a bloody Mideast war are
now being planned, and a secret CIA report has confirmed SPOTLIGHT’s
disclosure (May 28) that American oil imports are being diverted to Israel.
Meanwhile, the head of a major oil company has publicly admitted precisely

what The SPO’I‘IJGHT,toId y0u on Aprﬂ 9 you wﬂl pay 31. 50 for a gallon of gas

this year. :
John Sweanngen the 8750 OOO-a-year chau'man and c}nef executlve officer
. of Standard Qil Co.- (Indiana), the nation’s largest gasoline retailer, publicly

admitted on June-3 that gas pnces ‘will go to $1.50 per gallon to prov:de “‘ade=-|

quate’’ revenues,

The oil magnate’s arrogant. assertlon comes at a time when hard ewdence
confirming that the current gas crunch has been created by deliberate manipu-
lation of the world fuel market 18 emerging from a top-secret report prepared by
CIA analysts.

A summary of the 114-page CIA ‘‘decision memorandum
mitted to President Carter in mid-April, has been obtained by 'I‘he SPOT—
LIGHT.

Swearingen dropped his bombshell when he ran into sharp questxomng by

Washington -investigative reporter Brit

Hume, a former Jack Anderson legman,

on ABCTV’s live national interview ‘show, ‘
*‘Issues and Answers.’ i

ongmally sub-.

GREED BLURTED- : :
Confronted w-xth accusations that the
energy Indusiry’s profita were ‘“‘sky--
rocketing,”” Swearingen,. who had sky-
rocketed the revenues of his own multi- -
national conglomerate four-fold recently,
to a record high of $1.1 billion last year,
blurted angrily that the oil corporations
were making nowhere enough money yet ey

*“I think pnces ‘will have to rise,”
Swearingen said, “‘somewhere up to the _
$25-a-barrel range . . . and that would -
translate. into . somethmg hke 81 50-3-
gallon gasoline.””

At that price level the oil magnate who
has boosted the huge fuel corperation
founded by John D. Rockefeller—and stilt
largely owned, in the form of substantial -
shareholdings, by membhers of the Rocke--
feller family—into the leading U.S.-
producer of unleaded gas, assured his’
listeners, the fuel industry will begin
to drill new wells and undertake other

‘measures to improve the atrophxed
American gas snpply

IR
-
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~ Any Since '73)

- World oil prices could incraase this

" lation by resellers anticipating excep-

Article appeared
on page A-1,6

Oil-Price Hike
May. Exceed:

By Leonard Carry =~ . .
" Washingroa Star Staff Writer < - -

spring by the biggest single amount
since the 400 percent surge in October
1973 that precipitated the deepest.
récession since World War 11, accord-
ing 0 Arab communications moni~
torad by the United States.- = =72y
- Another boost in pewroleum: prices
would divert consumer spending into
energy- products,.-and. nln'mately inra
foreign pockets, during. a critical
peried in which' the USeconomy is
expected tobeslowing. - - .=wii
"The United Arab Emirates and Ku-
“wait and Qatar are pushing Sandi Ara-
bia toward a restrncturing of the 14.5
percent price increase set only two-
months age by the 13-naton cartel’
known as the Organization:-of Pe-:

troleum Exporting Coungies. = (05

The calls for higher prices are

- couched in language saying OPEC has
a responsibility to the world’s poor!
oil-importing nations to prevent the:
multinational oil corporatdons fromi
reaping “illegal” profits. United Arab

: Emirates Qil Minister-Mani-ibn- Said.
: Utaybah. said higher prices-yf_xll-re-,-;
-turn the illegal profim to their:true
owners, OPEC, «i:; o oo o A

. THE COLLAPSE of Iran, the second-|
" most-prolific .producer. in-OPEC, has

caused spot prices of pefrolenur t]
“jump to $20 a barrel compared With

" the OPEC-posted priceof $13.34=The;

v

high price in the unstable open marst -

ket is caused by bidding from Iran’s:
former customers and rampant speci-

tional profits after: the depietion of
Iranianoil: =~ ¥ =Bl "
The last of the Iranian oil pump
before the civil war, which caused the
collapse of the Pahlavi family reign, is
being loaded on tankers for shipment,
- aroundtheworld. .. - ]
- The spot market customarily in-{
volves § to 7 percent-of total world
production. according to the Amen-_
can Petroleum. Institute. But U.S.
intelligence sources report that some

JPersian Gull states are selniog 10

T iRl TR e e

.tion of a national oil-purchasing cor-
‘troleum and an excess-profits levy to

‘windfall profits received fram a sud-

-nounced their intentions to raise

“fairly largze quaguues”™ .
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" The spot market is not considered
10 be a reliable means of pricing pe-
troleum because many transactions
-involve “crisis” conditions. Some Per-
. sian Gulf states, however, are using
spot market demand in their argu-
ments for realigning the price struc-
jture established in December. Under
Vlmat' agreement, OPEC will increase

prices a total of 14.5 percent in four
stages through October, -~ - .-

ARAB PETROLEUM offjcials say |

open market prices for oil afe50-per-
cent-higher than the OPEC. fixed

price. These officials are predicting”
spot prices up to 200 percent higher

than the fixed price by April.

5 Inlight of the spot market price and-

the huge profits being reported by the
multinational oil corporations, the
Arab countries are discussing the-
inevitability of a large price increase
to recover-“illegal” profits of the mul-
tinationals, according to foreign com-
munjcations compiled by the Com-
merce Department.-... - S
* U.S. " petroleum - sources - said
American consumers.can't absorb
price increases.of .the magnitude
under discussion by petroleum offi-
cials of the Persian Gulf states. -~ ™™
“This will create economic chaos
and destroy the president’s anti-infla-
tion program,” said Rep. Benjamin
‘Rosenthal, D-N.Y_, a consumer advo-
cate who recently conducted hearings
on the effectiveness of voluntary
wage and price guidelines and a con-
stant critic of the petroleum industry.

ROSENTHAL CALLED for revoking
foreign oil tax credits granted U.S.

companies for buying OPEC oil, crea-
poratian to buy all imported pe-
tax:away from.oil companies anyj

den-price rise due to the unavaitabil-
ityofIranianoil. -~ .. - .. -
-.The Emirates and Qatar, Libya;
Algeria and Iraq have either an-

prices or actually increased them 5 to
7 percent in the past few days. But pe-
troleum industry sources said these
increases were allowable within the
OPEC price schedule becaunse of the
unusually high quality of the oil.
Speculation. now centers on a new

.. revolutionary government's econom.|

round of price increases to be re-

N | . mr ot
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viewed March 26 in a meszting ih
may be raised from the level of “co
sultation” — meaning no pri
-changes could be made — to the ra;
of “extraordinary.” By labeling t:
Sesslon extraordinary, a change i
the price structure could be made.

‘production and difficulties associat

with refineries outside Iran.

= Al-Utaybah raised the issué of el
*vating the March meeting to-a pric

.restructuring level in a Feb. 10 mee

ing with Saudi 0il Minister Ahma

Zaki Yamani, according to the foreigy)

communications monitared here.”

- -Al-Utaybalr complained that the
-multinational oil'companies wer
" “‘reaping huge profits, especially from)

consumer-developing countries:” The
- Emirates oil minister said the Arab
*OPEC members had to take a “united

stand against those companies, stop
“their illegal profits and rerora” them
totheirrealowners.” - ... . _
+. Kuwait Qil Minister-Ali Khalifa al.|

Sabah made similar argnments to
+ Yamani yesterday in a meeting in Jed-,

- dah. Al-Sabah said the multinational ;
petroleum companies are taking
‘advantage of the current shortage to{
.+ 'make unrealistic, huge profits which
oughtto be ours, not theirs.” = ’

. MEAN the commimications .
i indicated .that Iran would not be |
; Tesuming oil production at anywhere
- hear 1ts.previous level of 6 million :
; barrelsaday. .. . . 0|
" . Dr. Bani Sadr, a fellow exile of the}
~Ayatollah Ruhollah Khomeini and»
- Bow reportedly in line to become the|

_Ics minister, said “soil, natural re-
‘sources and capital will be trans.; -
ferred from private property to sociall -
property.”: . -t T
-+ Sadr said only as 'much oil will be!
exported as is necessary to pay for al
-smaller-volume of industrial goods;
needed by Iran. He said the “Islamic!
_Tepublic will export much less oil”|
-and that: fewer goods will be im-[
-ported. - . . -0 . -
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T-HE ATLANTA CONSTITUTION
8 February 1979

U.8. Warns Cuba
Abﬁm Nzcaragua

WASE:I‘NGTON (AP ~
The United Statey is worried
about possible . Cuban inter-
vention agairst the Somora .
regime in Nzcaragua and has -

expressed -this “comcern di--

rectly to the Castro govern-
ment,, it was reported
Wedresday. .

In a report whxd: Ptuzdent

Carter transmitted tp. Cop--
Zess, Nicaragua was listed—

as ome of several .“problem
areas” standing between re-
establishment of .U.S.-Cuba
ciplomatie’ relatons,. which
were severed i 1961,
“Micaragua is ' another
pessible area of contention
tetween our two - govern-
Ients,” the report saxd, add-

S i 14
“¥e have expressed. ouy .

coccern  direetly to-. the -

Cubans-and. will be closely.
" walching for any evidence of °

intervention on their part™
"According to a secret CIA

report made available to The -

Associated Press last year,

intelligence officials claimed

to have evidenes that the Cas-
tro regime has furmished

' weapons to Sandinjsta guerile

las battling ‘he iurces of

. -Anastasio Somwoza. -
" The information was at-

tribated - to- msaally relxahle
sourees in Papama,
At the fime, Stats Depart
- Imest . spokesman  Hodding:
Carter zaid the matter had
 been raised with the Cubans.
" But the president’s report:
Wedresday was tha first offi- |
cial axpressica of U3. “con-i
cerns” -about pessible Cuban
.ioterveation. . .- .
The document, a-yearly re-
- port to Congress reqm.red by
law, claimed that relations
between the Uiited States‘
and Cuba have improved!
since Carter taox ofiice ine
1877, But it reiterated the
. view that saveral otstacles
still dloezx normal dmlcmat.tcf
relatioes,
The repert cited once more
‘a series of longstaeding obsta-i
: cles- to - rapprochement, in-|
o~ cluding the presence of Cubant
“combat troops in Afiica, Cas-i
. to's failure > pay for seized’
U8 preperty, and his “axces.:
sively abrasive manner” of
" pressing for Puertq chanl
. independence. - - J
Not orly that, the renort'
said, the last 12 months have:
Seéen some new obstacles, in-|
cluding tensions over Nicara.'
gua and the transfer of Soviet;
.MiG-Z:}et.st.oCub.a._ Y

Approved For Release 2006/01/63 : CIA-RDP90-01137R000100060001-2




¢

o

wErEYE

The Director of Centra! intelligence e l) /‘/9/ . _
Approved For Release 2006/Q1/03 : DCCI_%-SI%DPQO-M 137R00‘ 18606006122 i STRT

30_January 19]

Dear Norman,

I read your article in The Nation of 20 January.
Apparently there has been some disconnect between my
understanding of what I said at MNew Haven and your inter-
pretation of it. To begin with, I never have acknowledged
"rewriting Agency reports.to meet the requirements of policy." .
That is the furthest thing from my intent. Let me also
point out that your ultimate recommendation that the CIA be
disbanded and political intelligence be given over to the
State Department would expressly place intelligence under a
policy maker. The principal reason for having a CIA analytic
function is that it is the only place in the government where
such work can be divorced from policy making. :

Beyond that, I certainly didn't intend to say that we
vere "virtually at war.,™ There are some words in my text
about being at war with narcotics traffickers and -international’
terrorists, but that is all. :

To help clarify these things I am enclosing a copy of-the
full transcript of what I said. . ,

Karm regards.

STANSEIELD TURNER

Enclosure

Professor Norman Birnbaum
Amherst College _
Amherst, Massachusetts 01002
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THE WASHINGTON POST
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Article appeared
on page  A-1,20

1A

By:Jim: Hoagland -,

Washinzton Post Siaff Writer - -

" The Whiter rIouse has- ordered -‘U.S.
intellizence - agenczes to produce -3
worldwide study of Moslem religious
movements in tne wake of the: Islamic
revoit .thai. helped. drive thé. shak of.
Iran “rom his rouutry this- week;-the
Senate’ Forexgn:l‘telahon Comml{tee.
was told yeste?day’""’” TEL e

TT s de T

-. Adrministrabion. offimale d:sclose&. aa
2 closed-door committee hearing’ that]
Zbignisw "Brrezinski, the- prc-.*&u.t.‘na-m:'s~
national segurity- advmer,r ordered tha}
study. Thesaofficials _emphasized that.
the existernce of the request was con—
sidered hlvhly,‘sensmve__ by the admin-
istration, because of the growing polit-
ical immpact. df Moslem: fundamental-’
ism'in many areas. of the world: <o

_The Carter Administration ls«bem«f
. charged. in Congress _and.elsewhere
“with a- major-—-intelligence : failure -in:4
- GiscountinZ tHe strenzih Jdnd impor:
- tance of~the-Iranian ‘protest;~ which:

the State::Department’sitop: '»M.xddle
Fast ew:pert,, Assxsta.nt Seoretary Ha%‘
rold H. Saunders, was reported by
partxcmanrs to have voiced what is be-
lieved to be the: admm;stratmn s fu'st
direct criticistm’ of - Saudl Arabxa for
not supportmﬂ anptlan Presxdent

-Anwar Sadat‘s-effort‘to- “Sigp peace ’

il 3

~iUnder questl.omfzg;,.. 5
mxttee cha:.nnzn;":s 3ol

Aﬁer bemg told of the summa;:y ‘of |
‘Saunders’ statement obtained- by The"
IWashicgton -Posi;J Church'-\ sald., —f‘Iﬂ
would hope- the” administration is be-
ginning to take the blinders off. We

“have tiptoed _around . Saudi’ Axabla.
1on°' enough.”. b__*‘a___h;w_
w-At the*eénie-atﬁmgﬂhga?mm
ion is-pushin, ead.with,plans
':'IOSIt hege nexz-g “montie by Saudf Crowny
“Prince Fahdzwho-led-the Saudriiele-
ganon to-the Baghd.ad “Arale summit; m]
.November. Ihe-Egyptxan_media.have

. portrayed Sadat as i\e‘éﬁqy ﬁ
by Fahd’s performan
-~ State Department- spokesman To
T m ke omidd ok Swd e et o gtand_n

butn_o_deﬁmtedate ‘has been set.”

-.smn,\Robert R. Bowxe, conﬁrmed al‘.

headed by \Io:lemexehglous:l V

leagea2 &) B/RAHIEH SR RBRAGH443

.- Members of ‘the-Senate committee,
“echoed a concern raised Thursday in a-
’.-House Internaﬁonal -Relations : sub-:
‘committee, The" potential loss of two
.Central Intelligence. Agency listening
.Stations in- northern Iran that momtor
Sowat ballistie mlssue tests, they saud,
could harm the admlmstrauon s chan-
‘ces 'of Senate’ approval for-a strategic
arms hmxtauon treaty (SALT) vmh

. the House: hearmg that one-of the sta--
‘tions has-been dismantled, but-said the'
.other'is st:LlI functlomng, according to
subcomnnttee members. Loss of both
statmns “would “lower confidence” - in
- U.8. intelligence on. - Soviet : missile|
launches, Bowie ' said, but would not
-be a.crucial loss since the information
‘obtained by the stations was, already
" being: gathered by otaer. means P

The Senate ‘and House panels con-
centrated much of their questioning
on the.reported failure of the CLA

and US, diplomats in Iran to- make.’
contact ynth members of the, shah’s .
pohtxcal a.nd rehg'mus ooposmon be—
cause of the monarch’s sensmvmes.. g

‘there were 're.latwely few contacts 4
with. relxoxous elements” in Iran: : __3
Brzez:lnskl reportedly determmed
notmto allow the~ pohtical i.mpact ofr
WIoslem fundamentallsm ‘in such po-;1

tenhal crisis. pomts as. Pak:stan Af-
ghamstan Egypt ‘and the Phlhppmes
to-go unreported in the' futire.- “He
has forma]ly dn'ected the m.temvence‘
commumty,(tn produce Aan 'in-depth
study»-of this phenomenon.,.

“The leadi.nf-' symbcl of opnoslhon to
the shah throughout; the past year of
protests has beerr the exiled religious

‘He is now~seen.as representing the
major threat to the governrent of
Prime Minictor Shahmonr: Ralkhtiar

-.has.decided “to g(rwrth the flow ~Of

:'-resxgned,

" Saunders and ' Undersecretary of
State David Newsom made more ex-
.plicit at yesterday's hearing than they-
have-in public the adxmmstratxon S ev-3 -
Jdent decision to.try to’ shore-upy
Bakhtlar’s government but. not to be-
come so xdent'ﬁed with it. that- Kho-

: memi’s followers will” seek. reven’e

agamst the. Unlted'States if: tha’ ayo-
_tollalL eventuall m

“seemed realistic;”-.~ Church: ° 'sajdJ
“They seem prepared to roll with the:
‘punches and hope. that.our: ‘influence!
:can contribute-to-the emergence of &
‘government pregared to followa Tea-
;Sonably -moderate-course in-its relad
“tions with. the- West and its-neighs
ibors.” Another*source who. heard; the

-presentanon saidthe administration .

R

events >

[ AsKed abou’r,th= report of the Wlute« -

_House ordering: an-intelligence study:—
-of Moslem ~fundamentalism, Chirch]
salcl that after “the- mtelhcence fzuls

E ure " in- Iran, “I have to “wonder 1f we-
are- competent to- manage an- mtelh—*
‘gence eathermg -programe on~- aan
fhmg P - |
\L Meanwh_de, a’ spokesman for'the
Ir&man embassy in- Washmvton said-

{hak Tran’s - -aew: foreign” minister;] -
Ahmed Mir Fendereskx cabled - the)
embassy yesterday w1thr a denial of;
‘statements made:in Tehran and hers| -
I:that Ambassador Ard sh.!.r Zahech 'as~

Theeteleﬂ'ram conﬂrmed Zahedi In:
{lus post, according to’the’ spokesmarg
‘who said that Zahedi had: leftkWash-
Angton’yesterday withaut:

‘staff where he:3 was going. s

Fornia forimuch of ‘this week: JVisiting
‘members of the shah’'s family and pres
paring for the: Iranianr monarch’s ~ex-|
.pected - arrival:. o= Californiz< next:

week.. The- shah™ remamed. in - Egypt
‘yesterday. gt

Tew e en du

yR000100060001-2
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' THEBATTLE AGA!NSTTERRGRISM

Alzhough the news media report erdmde slayingsz ol Siegrled‘ Buback, tederal chld
terrorism with distressing frequency;a study > prosecutor; J uergen Ponto, banker; and
by-the Central Intelligence Agency has found . °.industrialist Hans-Martin Schleyer. One West
that such vxolent mdenu a.cm:uly' declined - : v German: policeman-was killed and: anothey

in 1977. SRS S _'.wwndedlut.howoodlandshoowm. R
A total of 270 tenurm acts were commirted ‘It may appear that Americans are a long, |
last year — 134 {ewer than the 413 which . sale distance from international terrorism. '}
occunedmlws.mlm_t_anlmths!m: . " But such is not the case. Of the 2,630 terrorist
since 1973 A TR e e - activities -throughout the: world during . the-

.The CIA repert states that “this decline .~ decade ending in 1977,"almost half of such..y
was protdify tn large part due to-Increased... ,..incidents (1,143) were directed. against citix ]
security measures takes by previously vie—. - . zens'of the United. States or American: ‘{
timized governments,” along. with a walt-and~ © -~ businesses abroad. Most of this. violence \
see attitude-by terrorists and the growing . includes incendiary and explosive bombings
reluctance of some couptries to offer a safe - m'.,- or kidpappings: In the: 10-year period Latin
baven to the imernational outlaws. . ... - . -, America led with 455-terrorist actions aimed - |
. The succeas of stepped-up police actmty\;f ~ at Americans and their properties. Western “-
bas been noticeabla-this-month in West. - Europe-with 298 incidents was secnnd, fol-
Germany and Italy. On Sept. 13 Italian poli .. lowed by the Mideast with 184:;=. . -7 R
captured 30-year-old Cortado:Alunni, who is<5:.° The CIA report warned, “The decline in the
suspected of being the mastermind.of the Red ;" - . frequency of. international terrorist attacks'is .
Brigades. The arrest is considered’a major % " expected to level off and may even. be-“
breakthrough in the efforts.to round up Red ¢ reversed.” It also pointed .out that worldwide - {
Brigade terrorists who kidnapped and killed .., lEITOFISM moves up and down in cycles, with
former Premier Aldo Morv Jast spring: - ~{ -- - the violence ebbing at present. The study alsp, .

On that same day a special anti-terrorist |  predicted the locations and targets of. terror. -\
squad recovered art treasure valued at more | ? ., ists will remain unchanged: American citi- <
than $750,000 and later arrested five men in - zens and their properties in Latin America, §
the thefts. A week earlier Willy- Peter Stoll, " Western Europe and Mideast. S
28, was slain by police in Dusseidorf as he Although terrorists in other parts of the ,
pulled a gun as police approached . in a “3: world receive most of the publicity, the CIA:
Chinese restaurant. Stoll, who was listed as warned the United States also has violence-
one of the country’s.20’ most wanted top - prone groupd: Cubans opposed to Castro and .
terrorists, was being sought in the killings of Croatians-in-exile opposed to the Yugmlav
three prominent Germans last year. .  regime,- . B ) o

: The brazen contempt for soelety was = N
'dlsplayed last weekend by three suspeeted -~ ' Alertness agamst temmm is being o= ¢!
. terrorists as they conducted target practice - 3T phasized in the U.S. This point has beea §.
Witk subsmachine guns in the woods on the - underscored by F3I Director Willlam. Web~ |
outskirts of Dortrund, Residents who keard . ster, who announced the buresu is increasiog’
the firing called police, captured two-of the = Its anti-terrorist program. That s the oaly i
suspaets, includiog Angeliks Speitel. The 26- _© way the international ¢riminals can be fought §:
year-old -woman Is coe of 14 suspected Red . effectively in a cooperative effort by ail tl'n
m'myli'aeﬁ(mteal'l'\u-kstssnlragtlf»mr31101373._.,l dﬂﬂzalmdmalmemﬂd. e .

‘_".r
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Carter Oil Equipment Decision _

Doesn’t Worry Soviet Endus&ry

Journai of Commerce Special
The Carter administration’s
recent decision to make all oil

equipment sales to the Soviet

{

Union subject to special gov- .,

ernment review and a specific
.export licence in response to

the Soviet government’s im-.

- prisonment of dissidents will .

not effect the overall develop-

ment of the Soviet oil indus- ’
try, according-to Zandar..

Takoyev, deputy minister of
the oil industry.

In a recent interview, Mr.
Takoyev said that the kind of
foreign equipment which. the
. Soviet Union intends to import

to speed up development and .
_ increase the efficiency of its

oil and gas industry was also

- available from other suppliers |

in Western Europe, Comecon '
and Japan. Any embargo

would merely rebound on U.S.
industry, he added. :
The first major contract to

"be affected by President’
Carter’s decision is the $144 .

million oil drill bit plant to be
supplied by Dresser Industries
(although it appears that this

sale will be permltted to go

_through).

But Mr, Takoyev also re-
ferred to Sen. Henry Jackson’s
‘demand for' a ban on the

- export of submersible pumps.

_“Mr. Jackson should not try to

bully us. We shall be produc-

- ing 10,000 submersible pumps ;

_ourselves this year and a big
new plant is due to come on .
stream in Tatara next year

" which will cover all ouf:

needs,” he said. -

Approved For Release 2006/01/03 ; CIA-RDP90-01137R000100060001-2
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According to a recent CIA
discussion paper presented to
the hast-West Trade Advisory,

- Committee, the Soviet Union -
purchased $3 billion worth of:

Western oil and gas equpment,

and know-ow plus a furthar
¥ billion worth of large dia dig~.
meter_pipe in the 1973/76.. '

period. The U.S. share only

: amounted (0 3950 million. But
. this includes over 1,000 sub-

_Tmersive pumps Wwith a lifting
capacity of more than 3 mil

- lion barrels per day -which

have played a significant role

' In stabilizing production of the

aging Urals-Voiga oll fields.

- The United States is also -
-recognized to have considera-_ .

.; ble technical expertise in the .
production of high quality bits-

for deep drilling, a fact which.
is acknowledged by the plan'to_

import such a bit plant from

‘Dresser Industries. .
The Soviet Union's need $o .
import substantial quanuues

of Western equipment is_°

largely due to the sheer scale .
of the Soviet exploration and..
production effort but also re..

. flects relative technical backs . .
"wardness in areas like. -
accurate deep seismie ana- :
- lysis, deep drilling techniques.. .
and equipment and offshore,

technology.

This technology gap exlsts
largely because most of the.. .

expansion of the oil and gas.

industry up to the late 1960s , -
was concentrated on large and - . -
relatively accessible onshore.. -
" fields like the Urals-Volga.
Here technology was devel.. -
“ oped to exploit oil and gas_ -

from relatively shallow hard-.

rock formations. But the ex~ -

pansion eastward into Siberia _
and the existence of Jarge
potential deposits in inland sea -

“‘areas like the Caspian and
- offshore areas like the Bar-,
...ents’ Sea and off Sakhalin

-

“y
?
L

'
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--1ig capable of operating in up

., Island in the Far East have
* created a big need for both '
deep drilling and offshore!
technology plus more sophisti- °
cated gas injection recovery
methods, pumping, techniques !
and large dimension steel
pipes. .

In spite of these shortcom-
ings, and the enormous diffi-
culties involved in producing
and transporting oil and gas;

. from the harsh Siberian envi-

ronment, the Soviet industry.
is still on line to fulfill the 1980
_ target of 620 million to 640
million tons of oil, compared
with 546 million tons produced
- :1ast year, Mr, Takoyev said. A -
key role in achieving this
- target is-being played.by the
oil fields of western Siberia,
and especially the giant Samo-
tlor field. According to Mr.
. Takozev, output from the Sa-
-motlar field was 112 million
" tons in 1977 and is scheduled to
Tise to 140 million tons in 1978.°

The largest Soviet estimate
for output from the west
Siberia oil fields as a whole in
1980 has been increased to 315
million tons, above the highest
figure in the 300 million to 310
million ton range projected
“for 1980 in the current five-
year plan. Production of 350
million tons is expected from
the west Siberia oilfields by
-1985, he added by way of
refuting last year’s controver-
sial CIA report predicting an
early peaking and subsequent
sharp decline of output from

'_ this a!'ea.

In the Caspian Sea, where

- up to now offshore production
has been limited mainly to the

. shallow continental shelf, one
Dutch-built and two Soviet-
built jack-up rigs capable of
operating up to 75-80 meters
are in operation and the first
Soviet-built semi-submersible

fl

“to 250 meters and drilling to

6,000 meters is now expected
to be ready at the end of the
year for operation early in
1979. A second Finnish-Ameri-

can semi-submersible is being

assembled at Astrakha.
Offshore production of oil

and condensate in the Caspian :
totals 11 milion tons so far,
“and by the end of 1980 five.

jack-up rigs and three semi-
submersibles are expected to
be in operation to"boost prod-

uction considerably, he added.

Foreign companies, includ-
ing Britain'e Wimpey, Brown
and Roote, McDermott and
Japanese and French compan-
ies are currently awaiting a
decision from the Ministry of
Foreign Trade which is
shortly expected to award a
new contract for offshore

drilling technology in the Cas-

pian.

But the Soviet Union is also-
- planning extensive coopera-

tion with Comecon countries,
particularly’ Rumania, the

GDR and Poland with its’

extensive shipbulding capac-
ity, in the exploration and

- exploitation of the ice covered -

Barents and other arctic sea
areas. This is an area where
BP's combination of North
Sea and Alaskan North Slope
experience is also believed to
be of particular interest to the
Soviet industry. ‘

According to Mr. Takoyev,

geophysical research so far in
Barents Sea shows “‘a.good
structure very rich in hydro-
carbons at a depth of around
3,000-3,100 meters.” But ex-
ploratory drilling on an off-
shore island of the sea has not
yet reached presumed deposit

. levels. The industry also holds

out good prospects for the east
Siberian fields where some
Soviet geologists believe there
is more likely to be extensive

-gas deposils while others be-

lieve that seismic studies so
far indicate large and bal-
anced deposits of both oil and
gas, he said. - s

On the subject of Comecon ;‘

cooperation in the energy
field, which was one of the
major topics for discussion at
the recent Comecon summit in
Bucharest, Mr. Takoyev said
there are now several long
term agreements lasting into
the 19305 for cooperation in
offshore exploraton, down-hole
instruments, surface installa-

tions, pipelines and scientific .

and technological research
into enhanced oil recovery and
other fields. He also indicated
that Soviet supplies of oil and
gas to Comecon “‘would not be
less than now". during the next
five year plan.

Delivery targets for the next

" five year plan have not yet !
been fixed and were in any-

case the competence of Gos-
plan and Foreign Trade, not
the Qil Ministry, he added. __

-
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NEW YORK DAILY NEWS
ARTICLE APPEARED 28 June 19738
ON PAGE__ 14

- UA SaysSALT Won't (ut
Soviet Spending on £

. 7. By JEROME CAHILL - = ~

'

drms

Washington (News Bureau)——Agreement on a new strategic arms
limitation treaty: (SALT). between the United. States-and the Soviet
Union- would not ‘'slow the growth of Soviet- defense spending signi-
. ) ' t ficantly,” the CIA. said yeaterday, -
- In a study presented to the Congres.
. slonal Joint -Economic - Committee, the | .-
CIA predicted that the soviets overthe.-
- Nex ttwo or three years will be increas- -
ing their defense outlays ,but.at 3 some- .
what lower rate than their 4%- to 5%
‘longterm—growth rate, because :some -
) new missile, submarine and fighter air-
. craft. programs are nearing completion. -
" But duringthe early “1980s, the intel-
ligence ageney said, “We expect the
Soviets to begin testing and deploying a.
number of .the new weapon systems
under development,” probably boosting

outlays to their longterim rates..

The study said that the Soviet econo- .
_ my, which has. been slowing in the
I 1960s and 1970s, will slow even more so
\ in thel980s. This has caused “concern’
vi but will likely reduce defense spending
“only marginally,” the CIA said.

According to the Intellizenes agen-
¢y, the Soviets currently are devoting
only about 10% of thei rtotal defense
spending to intoercontinental attack
forces subject to the SALT negotiations.
A SALT agreement, . the study said,
.“would probably reduce ‘the rate. of
growth of total Soviet defense spending

. by only about 0.2% per year.” , ‘

In the -1976-77 period, Soviet eco- , .
‘nomic growth was lower than any time :
since World-War 11 “angd the situation is
iikely to worsen,” with annual growth -
rates of 4% through 198 Otailing off to -~
3% or 3.5% -from 1081 through . 1985, * |
the agency said. It attributed the lack-
lustre outlook to a decline in the Rus-
sian labor- force and an inability te im-
Prove productivity., - ) ‘I

_ he 14-page analysis said- several

members of the present leadership in |

the Kremlin “Will Glmost certainly pass |
form the sceme” in the next five years, l

leaving no heir-apparent to President »J

Leonid Brezhnev. It predicted that a
caretaker regime would assume author-
ity, continuing current policies. o
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Jack Anderson

Toppli

. 'The Central Intelligence Agency has
sent the White House an economic re-
- port that contains ominous news for all

Americans. For the first time, the .
United States has overtaken the six”
leading industrial nations on the CIAs ;

- inflation charts.
This has brought an urgent warmng

{rom President Carter’s chief economic

adviser, Charles Schultze. “Additional
federal action is essential,” he told the

Cabinet behind closed doors, “10 avoid '

-arecession”

. The CIA has recorded. the trend in
weekly charts, comparing ; the eco-
nomic indicators for Britain, Canada,
France, Italy, Japan, West Germany

and the United States. In "November-

1973, the U.S. inflation rate started to
gain on the “cost of living in the other

industrial nations.’ President. Gerald

Ford began passing out “Whip Inflation
Now™. buttons and threatemng to in-
voke wage and pnce controls.

- Now Carter is trying to txghten the
federal pursestrings as an example to
the nation. He has named Robert

Strauss as. his' special anti-inflation '

fighter. It is Strauss’s heroic mmion to
persuade corporations, umons a.nd
families to tightenup. .- .-

A rueful Strauss was obhged to ac-
knowledge the other day that “the

score is: Inflation 100 percent, Strauss
zero.” This has caused quiet despair in'.

‘the backrooms of the White House,
where Carter has questioned “whether
the country hz.s the vn]l to combat m-
ﬂauon.

Without volnntary restrainfa, the

THE WASHINGTON POST"
4 June 1978

ing Inﬂatioﬁ

prwdent won'’t be able to keep the hd
on the economy. His economists have.
found no government elixir that will
ensure prosperity, without inflation.
.Schultze has reported to the Cabinet;
“No  substantially different. approac“h.-
has emerged -that could satisfy, thie.
goals of holding down the deficit whilg,
“also stimulating the economy, creatmg
new jobs and containing inflation.”-

..It will take sacrifices by everyoner','
the presidenghas told associates, to pre-

* yent the economy from going intolal

stall, But he made it emphati¢ that the*
sacrifices should begm vm:h the gov-
ernment. . e

The best way for the govemmenﬁd
ﬂght inflation, he stressed, is.to cirt’
back spending. “It is sound political,-as®
well as substantwe strategy 0 opposes
excessive spending b)lls " hesaid. «-.am

Acmrdmc to -the conﬁdentxal
minutes, he emphasized “the neéd 10|
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fiad met with Kreps, Labor Secretary!
Ray Marshall, Treasury Secretary Mi-:

chael Blumenthal and White House do-j‘

mestic adviser Stuart Eizenstat. In Des!
cember, Schultze began attending
regular Cabinet meetings. -

It was Marshall who suggested on
Dec. 5 that the federal governmentd
shouid set an example for the pnv,atai
sector. Otherwise, he. warned, “there

will be escalating demands for wage|

and price controls or for a tighter mon-.
etary policy, both of which propdsals]
are fraught with severe practxcal andy
political difficulties.” : .
The president, quickly 'agreeing;;
asked each Cabinet member to reassesq’
the spending habits of his or heif

agency and seek ways to hold down ins}’

flation. He urged the Cabinet “not to le#
consmuency groups dominate an agens
cy’s handling of issues that have mﬂa:
tionary impact.”™

Schultze volunteered that h1s eco,u

hold the line against incréases in"th¥ | nomie experts would review 15 t0.20;

additions proposed by the Congress.”sc;
-The confidential Cabinet minutes in;,:
dicate that the Carter crowd didny’ -

. begin to wake up to the economic dan- -

ger until last November. Commercs.
Secretary Juanita Kreps kept warning,
that the gross national.product, the

measure of how -well the nation 1s

’ donng economically, would be disap~|

pointing. She called for regular meet-
.ings with the premdents chief : eco-
nomic counseler. -

‘ By the end of the month, Schultze

- budget’” and announced his determin&| xey government re |
_ e gnlations each year;
tion “to take a firm stance against: ﬂﬂ}"l to determine how government agnvrn

ties and the regulatory process could:
i be used to combat inflation. “Who,”|
demanded Blumenthal, “would maké®
the tough decisions when the regula«i
tory analyses revealed large mﬂatlon-c
ary effects?” Schultze said he would_
£, call upon government officials to pro-.
duce aiternatives that would cost Jesé~ |
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- ported Holden Roberto and then, after

- on C.LA. activity so that they would
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- EXCERFPT:

Brzezinsk’s emphasis on the rivalry
between the United States and the So-
viet Union sets him apart from many
of the people he works with, both on
his own swaff and in other parts of the
government. One who works in the
national-security apparatus says, ‘“Zbig
has thought about the Soviets during
much of his academic life, He thinks
‘of them 2s more central and key than
Vince does. Brzezinski’s own instinct
is to stand up, be tough, outproduce
them economically and militarily. His
view is that we are coming out of a
bad time and they have to be shown
some things. There is an almost sys-
tematic toughness in Zbig’s writing and
thinking. Vance believes that the So-
viets are vital, but he is more likely to
take other questions into consideration.”
A State Department official says that
the difference in outlook between
Brzezinski and State is one not so much

over policy as over emphaSIs Vance is}
described as not wanting to cause un-}
necessary abrasions in relations between |

the United States and the Soviet
Union.

Officials offer 2 number of examples
of Brzezinski’s preoccupation. One is
that he has brought up the idea from
time to time that perhaps the United
States should cause trouble for Agos-
tinho Neto, the leader of Angolz, who
has Cuban backing-—perhaps by giv-
ing some support to Jonas Savimbi,
who had South African backing during
the struggle over who would control
Angola when it gained independence
from Portugal. In 1975, Neto was
backed by the Soviets and the Cubans,
while the United States at first sup-

he dropped out, joined South Africa in

supporting Savimbi. At the end of
1975, the Ford Administration tried to

. about this that I thought the

increase our 2id to Neto’s opponents,
which was mainly channelled through
the C.I.A., and Congress not only
balked but also tightened the restrictions

apply specifically to Angola. During
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BRZE.ZINSKI

the 1976 campaign, Jimmy Carter was
critical of the Ford Administration’s

action, Also in 1976 Neto’s forces pre-| :

vailed. In recent months, Brzezinski |
has raised the question of whether the
congressional restrictions are still appli-
cable; the C.I.A. has told
him that they are. I re-
marked to an Administra-
‘tion official who told me

{ matter of Angola had been 1
isettled before this Administration took
i office. He replied, “So did I, That’s
| why I’ confused.”

Brzezinski’s concern about the Soviet
Union came up in the context of the

~elections in France and Italy—-what to

ido if the Communists gained power,
Iwl'\at to do to prevent them from doing
ls . In the case of Italy, our ambassador
| was called back, and the State Depart-
'"ment issued a statement toughening our
earlier positions. The theory was that
our statement of non-involvement but
concern had been taken by some in
Ttaly to mean that we were not con-
cerned. Some Administration officials

;said privately that they did not want to;

+be the ones to “lose” Italy. There are

power in these countries but that our is-
suing such staternents does not affect
the electorate at which they are aimed,
except, perhaps, in precisely the opposite
direction from what was intended.

l Brzezinski’s concern about the Soviet
{ Union also comes up in the context of
questions about our policies toward
Eastern Europzan nations—about how
much emphasis should be given to en-
couraging some of those nations, such
as Poland, Hungary, and Rumania, to
distance themselves from the Soviet
Union, Thus the President’s visit to
Poland, the first stop on his trip late
last year. In Warsaw, at 2 press con-

| freedom and otherwise” of the Polish
| people, and Brzezinski and Mrs. Carter
‘made a publicized call on Stefan Car-
idinal Wyszynski, the Pn'mnte of Po-

some within our government who feel:
!not that it is unimportant who comes to|

ference, he praised the “great religious:
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lland’s Roman Catholic Church. It i
|comes up in the context of whether to ;
l play to China in order to twit the
Soviet Union. It comes up in regard
'to questions of mtellwencc—g‘tthenncr;
_methods, Brzezinski has been pressing |

_ for a revision of our intelligence—gath-
ering methods, to move them from
dependenca on technological “hard-
ware”—a dependence that developed
during the nineteen-fifties, when the
Soviet Union and other parts of the
world were more difficult to penetrate’
‘than now-—and back to more tradidon-

- al espionage methods. He has also ex-
pressed concern about -the restricgons
that have been placed on C.I.A. activi-
ties as a result of the disclosures and in- !
vestigations of recent years. He is trou-!
blcd by the number of reviews to which |
some activities have to be;
subjected before they can be;
{ undertaken, He apparent-
1+ ly believes that the United,
States should be able to use 2
~_wide range of technigues to;
influence the course of events in oth-;
er countries, The Senate and the House,
in creating intelligence-oversight com-
mittees, and President Carter,' n issu-
ing an executive order in January,
took the position that whatever actions
are proposed should be worked through
a system that includes informing appro-
priate members of Congress and also
the acceptance of responsibility by the;
hlgheSt executive Yeaders, The execu-{
tive order requires that the President
must “sign off” on any activity of any,
importance, Brzezinski is known to be-
lieve that the President should have:
broad flexibility, including demab'h-{-
ty”—that js, that it should be possible to,
carry out operations in a way that!
would enable the President to deny he;
knew about them. The quesuon of ac—
countability for such operations was one!

of the basic issues raised in the recem:'
examination of our mtelhgence actm-
ties. The argument for it was that si nce!
‘any major mtc]hgenc:e acuv:ty could
cause us great damage, it ought to bc

© decided upon by our hlghcst officials,
who ought to take xtsponsih;lxq- for i 1:.‘:

CONTINUED
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Closer C. 1 A -Wi‘ute H ouse Ties Raise DJoUbTs,

onAcrency sl ndependence T

By RICHARD BURT
123 £y To2 New York Timas

\VASHI}.GIO\X April 29—The Carter
Administration’s dme to make analyses
prepared by the intelligence community
. Taore relevant to White House needs
is raising questions in Administration and
COXIC'TeSaIOIla.l circles over whether the
. Central Intelligence Agency is able to ex-
‘ercise mdependence on sensmve pohcy
dssues.

This coacern is saxd to be reﬂected
.in ‘a report by the Senate Intelligence
‘Commitiee, scheduled for release in the
Inear future, which suggests that a much-
-ipublicized C.LA.. study on ‘Soviet oil
iproduction may have been ma.mpu.lated
by the White House. :

The committee report says that the
study’s conclusion that the Soviet Union

moulo, become a larger importer of oil
" 4n the early 1580’s was probably wrong,
‘but that the White House used the predic,
- ‘tion to develop public support for Presx-
dent Carter’s energy program.

Some officials maintain that tlus epi-
sode which occurred last year, is symp-
tomatic of 2 new set of delicate problems
that the Administration is encountering
‘in trying to make intelligence estimates
ymore relevant to Administration policy.
i With top foreizn policy officials taking
lan important role In' determining what
jithe C.I.A. a2ddresses, the agency may be
too accommodating, some aides suggest,
“When the White House orders up a
study.” ona agency official said, “it is
usually pretty clear what results 1r. is
looking cor.” -

The Admm.tstratxon has made a con-
certed effort, in its plan to reorganize
‘the intelligence establishment and in re-
‘cent changes made by the Director of]
Central Intelhwence. Adm. Stansfield
Turner, to strengthen and centralize ase|
‘sessment capabilities that withered in the
‘Vietnam period ard were further weak-
‘ened by interagency feudmg An the
Lleon-I-‘ord years. .

- - Addressing New Questlons

'Ihe Administration’s effort, whxcH-
-|began last-summer, is also designed to
redirect intelligence work to such new
‘problems ‘as terrorism and nuclear prolif-
eration, which are of growing interest
to policy-makers. These steps have won
the approval of most intelligence -officers
as well as the two congressnonal mte!h-
- gence committees, -

But in undertaking these changes,
 several intelligence officials said recently,
the Administration has begun.to confront
a familiar problem: how to insure- that
intelligence mformatxon that- appears to)
run counter to existing policy is neither
suppressed- nor ‘distorted. This problem,
officials said, first emerged in a serious
way in the mid-1960’s. - _

_', ,.._.n.-..u,-'.p J;.s-l

" .over whether a new Soviet missile, the

-~ the dispute badly damaged the crednblhty
- of C LA. estimates.- -

) Approved For Release

* According to intelligence officials who
served at the time, C.LA- estimates that
appeared to-- challenge President. John-
son’s policy of increasing military com-
mitment to South Vietnam were ignored
by such top foreign-policy aides as Eu-
gene Rostow, the Presidential national
security adviser. Accordingly, communi
cations between the C.1.A. and the Whit
House became increasingly strained. AsI
the . former  Presidential adviser,
McGeorce Bundy, testified recently be
ifore Congresg, CIA. Director John

. McCone’s access to President Joh-xson de

clmed sharply after 1966. . .
-The ' estrangement persisted- durm

_PreSIdenl: Nixon's first term, when, ac
cording to one former official, the C.LA.
‘became- “a service operation for Henrv
l\lssmver * The official said Mr. Kissin-
_ger, as Presidential adviser, strongly dis-
.trusted Richard Helms, then the Director
‘of Central Intelligence, and made sure

: l that analysis work om important intelli-| . -

! gence quesnons was performed by hls
“own staff. -

“TheC I.A s problems were- compounded
in the Nixon years by its disagreements

with - Defense Secretary Melvin Laird,| .

who contended that the agency’s esti-
mates of the growth of Soviet military
capabilities were too low. In the early
1970's, Mr, Laird argued with Mr, Helms

.88-9, was equipped with multxple war-
iheads. Although the C.LA.'s contention
:that the missile did not possess such a
capability was ultimately proved right,

f Cenl:ral Sectxon Dlsmantled

- Morale was further weakened When
James R. Schlesinger, upon becoming
‘director of the agency in 1973, responded
to concerns over intelligence bias by dis-
mantling the central analysis section in
the agency, the Office of National Esti-
mates. Aided by the Board: of National
Estimates, a group of academics and spe-
cialists who advised on intelligence ques-
‘tions, the office had built a reputation
for accuracy and independence in the
Eisenhower and Kennedy years. .

~ M, Schlesinger replaced both the Board
and the Office of National Estimates with
a group of natijonal intelligence officers,
each responsible for a’different area. of

‘analysis. “There-was a feeling,” one offi-|"

cial recalled, *"that they were a bunch
of staff officials whose basic job was
to match intellizence evidence to the
‘views of the White House.”
. Now, in the Administration’s effort to
make- sure that the C.I.A.’s views are not
shunted aside, the role of the Director!
has been strengthened and an effort has
‘been made to insure that Admiral Turner
sees Mr. Carter at least once'a week.
:At the same-time, a Cabinet-level intelli-
ence committee has been established
@8184/QGch CléoRBIRAY-0dr 378201

gence information. as Secretary of Stata]

Cyrus R.-Vance and Secretary of Defense
Harold-R..Brown to define their needs,

‘Within the agency, Admiral Tumer in| .
October established the National Foreign

- Assessment Center, headed by Robert R.
Bowie, Mr. Tumner's deputy for national
.intelligence. Officlals say that the center,
‘similar to the old Office of Estimates,
~'is designed to improve analysis by pulling
"towether estimates done by different
»,C T.A. offices and other agencies. [
There is widespread agreement thal: _

-C IA. studies now have greater visibility
-in the:.Government and that agency re-
ports are becoming more useful to policy-
.makers. The problem, as the official put
it, “is that while C.LA, . work is no longer

- ignored, there is a _growing danger that
-intelligence and pohcy Wlu become lﬂdlS-
'tmgulshable . .

Remforced by 'rnmer

: Tlns dan«er is said to stem from the
Admmlatratxon s attempt to make the
" Director of Cenmtral Intelligence 2 morej
influential figure—a tendency that ha
been remforced officials say, by Admiral
Turner's - strong appetite for pollr.xcal

power. . .

.= “They may not kaow it,” saxd a former] -
hzgh-rankmv mtellzuence official,- “but

" they are on the verge of turming the
Director- of Central Intelhgence into a
political job.” -
= In the case of the C.LA, study on Smnet
oil production, the Senate comrmttee has|
not accused the agency of shaping its
findings to meet White House needs. The
_committee reportedly has suggested that
the C.LA. made an analytical error in
its  report,. but ‘more troubling, according
‘to some commmnittee officials, is that Mr.,
Carter :announced the findings last April
in'dramatic fashion at a press conference,
-n_an. obvious appeal for support for Ad-
mmlstratlon energy plans, =~ -

: In some other cases in the last year.
some members of the Senate committee
believe, the C.I.A_ has bent facts to meet!
"White House views. One example is-saidl .
‘to' be a contention by the agency that

& proposed Soviet-American accord limit-|
-ing strategic arms could be verified using
‘reconnaissance satellites, an opinion ap-|
parently - questiomed: by several intellid
.gence officers.

. Another alleged instance is the failure
of the C.LA. to warn the White House
‘of possible dangers in moving ahead with! -
Mr, Carter's plax to withdraw some
30.000 ground forces from South Korea.
“It was pretty-clear that the Presidemt
had made up his mind on ‘the issue, so
the agency simply fudged over the ques-
tion of whether the pullout w é aie _
a military risk,™ amembex- of th cﬁ\ a
committee said. -
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'j: U S. - intelligence - analysts:re:. |
“ported that conditions are right for lo-
‘custs. to .devastate a wide swath- of
Fast African’'and South Asian erop- 3
- lands while control effarts have been
_impeded by the recent Ethiopia-Soma-.

;Ha war. c oo i

.

B
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Russia's Nuclear Program |
Said to Be lagging Badly .

* By Fred Hoffrman

- ) - .- Associated Press P
Russia’s nuclear power develoF-v
ment program has fallen seriously
- behind schedule because of industrial
skortcomings, U.S. intelligence
sourcessay. - - :
The sources, who asked not to be
named, indicated the Russians may
try to get more help from Western
countries. S
Analysts filed a secret report re-
cently saying the Soviet Union’s goal
of achieving 18,400 megawatts of nu-

" clear %enerating,.capacity by 1980

“probably will be missed by a wide
margin,” probably by about 3,000
megawaits.

Soviet heavy industry.cannot ineet
commitments to provide the neces-
sary reactor components, the U.S,
intelligence report said, adding that
the Soviet Union has been willing to
buy nuclear equipment from the
West. -

The new report comes at a time
when other intelligence appraisals
speak of shortialls In Soviet agricul-
ture and steel production.
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- ing a new production plant on a 1,600

_bought in the United States and Italy,

STAT

ot
et

"The Russians are said to be build-

acre site at Volgodonsk, from which-
nuclear reactor units are supposed to
be available starting in 1931, Much of !
the equipment for this plant is being

intelligence sourcessaid. . .. ...

" But slow construction. is répé}ted
to have set back Soviet plans for this
factory complex by one or two years. :

Meanwhile, U.S. intelligence offi-!
cials said the Russians are commit- |
ted to su plg nuclear power plants to
some of toeir Eastern Xuropean:
allies and Finland. Czechoslovakia is
said to be building components for :
Hungary and East Germany to fulfill :

¥

some ¢f the commitments .Russia‘
i
i

cannot meat., . -

Despite its production problems, |
Russia has sent teams of Soviet tach- |
nicians and engineers to start setting |
up a nuclear power station in Cuba. -
According to intelligence reports, the !
Soviets have promised to get two 440-
megawatt reactors into operation in
Cubaby1985.. . '

S
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"OPINION AND COMMENTARY | -

Joseph C.Harseh =~~~ oo R RS
i e e Moscow’s prospects

] waes,

One of the more interesting subjects for . énjoy actual military superiority over the - air, sea, and land-based versions, Unless (E3rE
. analysis at this turn-of-the-year moment ‘for United States, and will then use its power to _ jsa SALT I agreement acceptable to the Sen-

stocktaking is whether the American people . dominate the world. ate there will undoubtedly be development
are correct in their present mood of not wor- - Time's poll would indicate that this sound- work on a new mobile missile to offset the
+ying about the Soviet Union. - - - ing of the tocsins is falling on deaf ears. But  weight of the big-size Sovict missiles. . .

I base my assumption about that American that leaves the question, should it?_Her_ewith, _ Tne Sovict Union itself is currently pursuing
mood on the Dec. 26 isshe of Time magazine one man's appraisal. : - a relatively- static foreign policy. There is no
which reports a poll showing “the main issues” . - The Soviets have a remarkable capacity t0. o rent preésure on Western Europe or on
facing the United States, or what_worries the tum out a steady flow of serviceable, prac- China. 1t is pursuing an active policy only in:
American people. According o that poll 33 per- - tical, and relathey up-to-Gate weaponry. TheY . africa where it stll supports the local regime
.- cent of Americans are worried about inflation, . -were doing it while the United States was burn-© 4 Angola ‘and whera it is supplying weapons |
. 28 percent about jobs, 23 percent about energy’ ing up its best new weapons in Vietnam. They _and technical aid.{o Efiippia. But Somalia bas
" “and 16 percent aboul taxes. Other WorTieS have since kept up a steady flow of the weap- ot home all Syviats: formerly based there. | -
dwindle down into single-digit pumbers WA - ons. I the United States did nothing about this. " here is nothing Sest ol once-promising Soviet:
worry about the men of Moscow at the botmmf the time would come eventually when the $o- prospects in all o't ‘norfheastern Africa éxcepté

of the list at a bare )} percent. - .- . * viets would have an advantage. There iS 00 in Ftniopia and Libyal” *~ © .

If this is anything like an accurate measure  safe reason to assume that if they did gain the : e A Y
of the American mood then a lot of -powerful _ advantage they would shrink from using it at ~ According to_CIA (ug’i;‘Central Intelligence ;
propaganda machinery has been wasting its: least for political blackmail. - Agency) appraisals Moscaw la_ceg during the
time. A whole galaxy of private organizatioqs% The Soviets do not yet have such an advan- early '80s some ‘sprions eponorr.uc problems

_ has been pumping out to the American people tage. The rate of ~American production of andis not yet taking the steps which could pre-.
{ a flood of literature, films, radio broadeasts,  newer and technically better weapons has been - pare it to meet and handle those problems. I:
cand speeches on the alleged new Soviet men- speeded up. Stilt newer weapons of more ad- _will go over from;_an.@ gxponmg to an oil im-"
“ace. According to this material Moscow is- vanced design aré o various Stages of prepara- porting condition. This wijl mean that the East- |
steadily expanding its -military ‘power, will tion. The cruise missile is well along in the de-  ern European satellifeg Will have to turn else- ;
. within a few years, perhaps .as early as 1980, | velopment stage and could be deployed soon in. where for their oil.'And the Soviet use of labor
' S . is so inefficient that it already is beginning to
run low on manpower. It may be forced to cut
back on the number of men in the armed
-forces tp keep its industry and agriculture go-
ing. =~ - . . .

The steps necessary to meet these problems
will be too unsettling for the present and aging
‘Jeadership in Moscow to handle. A new gener-
. ation of leaders is likely in the early "80s. They
will inherit the unsolved economic problems.
Their main problem will be how to shake So-
. viet industry. out of its lcthargy and its techni-
cal backwardness within the existing political
_and economic system. Can Soviet industry
ever become efficient and progressive under
the present centralized system of control? -

The imrmediate prospect is for continued
stagnation in the Soviet economy, & conserva-
tive clinging to the centralized bureaucratic
system, continued suppression of dissent, 2

_ cautious foreign policy, and continued slow but
steady increase in military power. There is no
- reason inherent in Soviet behavior at the mo-
ment to anticipate any radical changes in Mos-
( ~_cow or in its behavior pattern. .

¥
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0. Against the Grain

| T WASHINGTON, Nov.9—Adm. Stans~ "7 By William Safire * "+ -.,#all-origin”. grain contracts, pius Unite -H . -

 field Tumers firs publc falure L y William Safire "= = 47q fes permission . to_ make  that-:

v as Director- of Central -Intelligence: . . o g, PR R . “place of origin the- U.S.A; Then, and.

- “saved the Soviet Union hundreds of . about the .fa.nlure of our "“"”‘3‘“!?° _only then, did Mr. Brezhnev-break the.-

millions. of. dollars- in hard -currency, ..-ST0 ISl L g TR Jf %5 pews that our estiniates were far off

and cost thie:United States what might ;. But. ﬁere 15- the .signi cance of -‘gnd the Soviet Union. needed to. buy -
““that” failure: We. have. .a. five-year grain h_ea\vi;y.a_;;{:,' an.;—-..::ﬂ.‘:a;..? 4

. have been- a-useful negotiating point. . ‘
C.LA" Is" charged ~_sell it:no less than six, no more than Zagped again."flad the C.LAT‘and” |
. spomsibility - of : maintainng accurate, - “gight million tons of grain each.year:y:] 35 ]
trength-of iversaries: which o : S T ! wake—-and thére’ ~wers -Dlenty: of 5|
;v strength-of ‘our-a! aries, >'“to notify us, .so that our. I te ra-.. American travelers-and: Chicago, graine:
" often determines military strength and: fo notify us, s that our,markets. re-, ‘ lers‘and. Chicago. ST

Ay 'The':‘d'l‘:ﬁ‘i.é'l"s”‘#i - edA'iwitH"tHe“"réé-?": agresment . with the-Soviet -Union to

) g acc he, Agricultureis Department = beers v
' current - éstimates of the €comomic “yy 3 wants more, Moscow. is expected ARY

. Giplomatic objectives: " - main “orderly, and, our_investors. and,. fraders who tried {o Waks them. upe= ;.

G G ORJectvER =, ¢ speculators are not suckered' by ‘those ' ve could have at Teast catised the So- °|’
L7 ..“The most. imp rtant element in ﬁﬁ-‘:—'.‘ﬁvpossesged-,[bf, inside’ information.- Sviets to pay the higher rates thas will' T}

‘prevail when the-grai ig delivereds:
preY O i ipress o i N

i, -mating -the~ economic. muscle of . -ﬂ‘?:fléﬁfl.éﬁt‘.:}&h'g"ﬁét?fthaﬁ Soviets neat] evail v
More important,.we:could have used:

%> Soviet Union.is grain production.” To” ﬂ-j';atﬁ‘*degally@circumveﬁtedi?ﬂﬁt ~ ar =
" measure . that.. central activity, .the __ rangement by secretly buying contracts™: ‘the Soviets’ desperate meed tor our
C.I.A. works.with the Department of . for most. of-- their .shoptfall- from. the:isipora- to extract sdjﬁéibbncessiunﬁ:dﬁ&'
_Agriculture, underwrites NASA satel-  European - subsidiaries. of,.. American;Kuman rights;, or to: put a fittle more
“~“lite surveillance, -monitors.. graifx, in_ - grain companies and othertraders:who 1, o in oL DO ALT:
'~ . | Y - . d ; T, = ".
™ Australia and Canada, debriefs travel- . do not have to report their sales of "all
.~ " ers and probably employs a few agents  qrigins”: grain futures. Of. course, the
i+ in Ukrainian grain fields. - ;- . .- _corn would .have to ' come from. the
‘ ( : {- - Two weeks ago, this extensive, ex- - United. - Statex ‘market; ' but “ by not
-\ % pensive C.LA-Agriculture ovest-covert ~_-specifying: they were' buying - Unit
% intelligence: reported publiciy’ that the "-Statés -grain,  and by: encouraging-the- - expect L _
1" soviet grain production would exceed - it T - kenlY, lik&“'_‘éaplta}i_sts:’:nut?lt,""_ g
© *°.. the announced Soviet goal by two mil- +: . . period whem they "Bre actively proey ™
» i lion tons, to a healthy (and market- . * moting détente, the-Soviets -make. &
. depressing)’ 213 million tons. > mockery of the’spirit’ of* our’ graifiss
A\ - [45t “wesk,: President Brezhnev' an agyeement by, taking such advantigeay
pounced a:surprise: -Grain: production. "ot Toose:reporting reqm‘*»f@y ,
in his country- would be only:194 mil-- - we-be éonfidenit of Soviet good faith in 3] .
lion. tons... The American intelligence negotiating hard-to-verify arms.ager’ §
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