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KModerates vs. hard-liners
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Hawis could lose ground in second round of administration internecine fighiing

By Richard Straus and
Ken Wollack

> ashington—Every four years

{-'? Washingtonians engage in one
g of their favorite pastimes—

speculating about top appointees in a

new administration. With the Demo-

crats trailing so badly in the polls, there

has been understandably little interest

in forecasting Walter F. Mondale’s

team, Instead, attention has focused on
. possible-personnel shifts in a second
Reaganterm. .

Ordinarily this Washington ‘‘name
game’’ would be of little importance to
anyone beyond the small group of peo-
ple immediately involved. However, af-
ter experiencing nearly four vears of
Ronald Reagan's ‘‘disengaged" ap-
proach to the presidency, the question of
who makes day-to-day decisions on
domestic and, more impertant, foreign

licy issues assumes much greater sig-
nificance. .

The first-term Reagan administration
has been riven by internecine quarrel-
ing. Some argue that these battles

consequence of Mr. Reagan’s detached

'§ manner of governing. Yet paradoxical-

ly, the president also has insisted upon
collegiality among his top advisers.

- It is notable that in an administration
whose secretary of labor is under indict-
ment ard whose attorney general-desig-
nate needed a clean bill of health from a
special prosecutor, the only Cabinet offi-
cial to be fired was former Secretary of
State Alexander M. Haig Jr. And his

.+ crime? In the words of one White House

official, ‘‘He could never get aleng. He
ialways wanted to make an issue of
_everything.”
. Even the much-heralded Reagan ide-
“ology proves, upon closer examination,
ionly to add another discordant note.
That is particularly true when viewing
his choice of foreign policy aides. On the
one hand, the president selected as his
national security adviser Robert C.
| McFarlane, perhaps the archetypal cen-
trist technocrat. To replace the conten-
tious Alexander Haig at state, he ap-
pointed George P. Shultz, a more easy-
going member of the Nixon-Ford team.
On the other hand, the hawkish right
is well represented with Caspar W,
Weinberger at defense, William J,

W -
Ly and Jeane J. Kirkpatrick at the Unit-
ed Nations. It is no wonder that battles
rage constantly between these two
groups on subjects as

among Cabinef equals are an inevitable -

dle East. e

However, because of the need to avoid
bringing conflicts to the president, dis-
putes between the two camps are either
resolved before they reach the president
or are left unresolved. But in either
case, the hard-liners have gained the up-
per hand. '

On arms control issues, Mr. Weinber-
ger and his aide Richard Perle, despite
election-year pressures, have been able
to.maintain the administration's tough
stance. Shultz allies assert that Mr.
Weinberger and Mr. Perle believe the
U.S. must confront the Soviet Union at
every turn; that arms control is accep-
table only when Soviet behavior chang-
es.

White House officizls concede that
Mr. Weinberger and Mr. Perle have out-
maneuvered the State Department mod-
erates. Mr. Perle, in particular, is cited
as a superior bureaucratic infighter.,
‘‘He couches the arguments in unassail-
able terms,” one White House insider
said. ‘‘He has made ‘the need to contain
comi:unism’ an effective marketing
tool.”

Mr. Perle, unlike Mr. McFarlane or
Mr. Shultz, also has done his homework.
Neither Mr. McFarlane nor his National
Security Council staff is well-versed in
the esoterica that constitute arms con-
trol policy. Mr. Shultz reportedly
promised to master the material when
he first took office. ‘‘People are still
waiting. "’ complained one State Depart-
ment official. o

Mr. Weinberger, with the support of
Mr, Casey and Mrs. Kirkpatrick, has,
according to State Department aides,

i |_greater dominance
over Ce erican policy. Some
State Department officials have all but
given up hope' of moderating the in-
creasingly hostile administration . atti-
tude towards Nicaragua. They are con-

vinced Mr. Weinberger and Mrs. Kirk- -

patrick believe the U.S. cannot tolerate
the Sandinista regime in Nicaragua.
They predict more military ‘‘rotations”
in Honduras, perhaps resulting in a mili-
tary confrontation during the next four
years. _ ' R

If, in the Middle East, administration
bureaucratic roles are reversed, partic-
ularly in Lebanon, the outcome was nev-
ertheless the same. It was Mr. Shultz
and Mr. McFarlane who pressed for a
U.S. military role in Lebanon, with Mr.
Weinberger and the Pentagon opposed.

Mr. Weinberger eventually came out

control, Central Amerig? %G{Igg m?%%%% %me?isgénga gederes.ident..e

bbabgy

" Without rancor, he simply refused to go

along with agreed-upon decisions. For .
_example, Mr. Shultz thought he had ;
hammered out an agreement to in-

crease the level of U.S. naval activity on
behalf of the Beirut government in ex-

change for Mr. Weinberger's long-keld

desire to withdraw the Marines,

But the secretary of defense simply
refused to live up to his end of the bar-
gain. With President Reagan winging
his way out of town as the withdrawal
announcement was made, the Pentagon
simply pulled the plug. Left in the wake
in Washington, frustrated Weinberger
critics could only impotently fume about

“rank insubordination™ by the Depart- ’

ment of Defense.

" With the bureaucratic players’ posi-
tions on major issves clearly defined,
and with no reason to expect the presi-
dent to change his manner of governing,
the question remaining is whether the
lineup itself will change. The most mo-
mentous change brooded about involves
not a key foreign policy actor, but rather
White House Chief of Staff James A. Ba-
ker III. However, if Mr. Baker is grant-
ed his wish 1o move to an open Cabinet
slot (attorney general?), s chain

reaction having . a direct impact on |}

foreign policy could ensue. White House
officials hold no illusions that Secretary
of the Interior William P. Clark would
lobby vigorously for Mr. Baker's job.
Mr, Clark admires Mrs. Kirkpatrick,
and, as chief of staff, would be consid-
ered sympathetic to her desire to ex-
change the U.N. position for a high-leve)
Washington post. o

Since ambassador to the United Na-
tions carries Cabinet rank, it is doubtful
Mrs, Kirkpatrick would accept anything

less than secretary of state or national

security adviser. But Mr. McFarlane,
and Mr. Shultz show no signs of planning
to leave their posts any time soon. More-
over, in the view of a number of admin-
istration officials, Mrs. Kirkpatrick dis.
plays the same “rough edges™ that tor-
pedoed Mr. Haig.

On the other hand, the moderates are
hoping they can eliminate or neutralize
a few hard-liners. They believe that, ex-
cepting Mrs. Kirkpatrick, the hard-lin-
ers have few candidates to offer for even
sub-Cabinet positions. “We have the
whole known universe of such pzople
already . in the administration,” one
White House aide says.

STAT

One move widely expected is for Mr, -

-Shultz to try to place his’ lead%ng arms
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“The Blame
Falls

On Cas;eyv

The ‘Central Intelligence Agency is
going into the public pillory again. But

this time nobody can blame thosé™ !

favorite whipping boys—the liberals of
the 1970s. -

This ‘time the blame falls squarely

on the CIA and its present director, .
William Casey. Under his tutelage, the |
agency has misled the White House

and Congress, thus shattering the

base of bipartisan support for intelli- -

gence activities,

The agency originally came into bad _.
odor in the wake of Watergate and the -

Vietnam War. Investigation by a Sen-

ate committee headed by the late:

Frank Church of Idaho showed that
the CIA had 2 hand in all kinds of dirty
operations, including attempted assas-
sinaticns.

In that penod those who tried to

defend the agency as a valuable na-
tional resource could at least argue

_that the temper of the times was sour,

Unfortunately, Jimmy Carter made
one of his worst appointments in nam-
ing Adm. Stansfield Turner to be di-
rector of Central Intelligence. Turner
very early began a feud, which he is
still indulging in, with the “old boy”
network of CIA veterans,

But there were figures in Congress,
particularly among defense-minded
Democrats, who saw the need to re-
build. They worked behind the scenes

. to make more money available to the
agency and to restore morale, A good
~‘example js Sen. Daniel Moynihan, the . .

New York Democrat, who has been '

serving as vice chairman of the Senate
Intelligence Committee,

“When I came in,” Moynihan re-
called recently,
whether we shouldn’t scrap the CIA
and start over again. The officers who
came up here looked so damaged.

“l asked myself

g~ 1 WASHINGTON POST

28 October 1984

They couldn't "think on their feet,
They couldn't play checkers, let alone
chess. They were good people who
had been hurt. But of course- we
couldn’t close it down. So we tried
healing. We gave them money and told
them they were first rate, And there
were signs of progress.”

“The progress halted with the appoint-
ment of Casey as director in 1981, and
the onset of covert operations in Nicara-

gua. Casey would have been an embar- - ;'

rassment to any bureau of government.
Before becoming director, he was mixed

.up in charges of plagiarism and was hip

deep in Watergate At the agency, he

was involved in smelly stock transac-
tions, dubious testimony on the Carter
briefing - -book and . association with .

shabby characters. A former Republican
secretary of state, trying to defend
Casey, could only say; “He's not as
sleazy as he loo .

As to Nxcaragua the - nght-wmg
dictatorship of the Somozas - was
ousted in 1979, The successor re-
gime, democratic’ at first, quickly
yielded 1o a group called the Sandinis-
tas, with ties to Cuba and the Soviet
Union and a background in Marxism-
Leninism. The United States under-
took to harass the Sandinistas by sup-

porting against them a guerrilla force

known as the contras.
“From the first it didn't feel right,”
Moynihan said of the CIA operation

against the Sandinistas, “You knew you’

were dealing with one part of the agen-
¢y, not the whole. Somewhere in that
place were a group of people like an out-

it in 2 Le Carre novel. They were look- -
ing for somebody to give them a job -
again, Some of their briefings about
their plans came closé to fantasizing. |

Then they began to hide things.”

One operation hidden from the Sen-

" ate committee was the mining of Nica-
raguan harbors. When events dis-’

closed the fact, Barry Goldwater, the

committee. chairman, fired off an

angry message- to Casey, Moynihan

tried unsuccessfully to find out what

had happened. Then, on Aprl 12,

1984, President Reagan's national se-
curity adviser, Robert McFarlane, told
a2 conference at Annapolis that *‘every
important detail” of the mining had
been “shared in full” with the con-
gressional committee, . °

)0040001 0003-3

As a protest agamst pemng cales a-
" liar in public,” Moynihan resigned as
vice chairman. Casey, prodded by the STAT

White House, made a public apology to -

the committee. Moynihan claims that

* McFarlane told him that in reporting

to the White House, the CIA had been -

“either disingenuous or outright

“wrong.” A second case of “hiding”

now surfaces with the manual written
by a contract employee of the CIA

-which advised the contras to “neutral-

ize,” or assassinate, Sandinista officials.
The Senate committee was not told of
that manual, ' which sanctioned terrorism
and violated a presidential order. In the
foreign policy debate, President Reagan
said ‘the manual had been heavily ex-
cised both by the CIA in the field and at
headquartérs, He claimed only a handful
of the ¢riginal manuals was distributed.
That turns out to be a cock-and-bull
story. There was little editing, and hun-
dreds of manuals were distributed. But
what the president said was what the

" CIA had told the White House.

Obviously something is very wrong.
Congressional support for the agency is
now almost nil. Moynihan says of Casey -
and the agency, “It breaks my heart.
We need an intelligence capacity. But |
they're hurting themselves and they
don’t know it. They still don't under- ;
stand they are damaging the pre_SIdent
not helping him.” .
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lemgﬁ{m Date Nears on (Juestion

tﬁ anning Some Soviet lmports
7930 Law Against ‘Forced Labor’ Goods Could Be Imposed

By Murrey Marder

Washingion Post Staff Writer

. ~The Keagan administration is approaching the climax

vofa year-long skirmish with critics who want it to pun-

tish Soviet abuses of human rights by i xmposmg stiff re-

zstrictions on Soviet imports produced w1th ‘slave la-
‘bor
= The dispute turr:s on whether to ban up to half of the
ZSoviet goods and material entering the United States
by extending a rarely applied 1930 ban on imports be-
“Tieved to be made with forced labor.

¢ Secretary of State George P. Shultz and other mem-
LHers of the Cabinet are reported to have warned that
vuse of the import restriction could produce a trade war
‘*hat could be far more damaging to lucrative U.S, grain
vzales to the Soviet Union than it would be to the Krem-

e

dnc

: Members of Congress and other advocates of the ban
~question whether it would bring on a trade war. In any
“svent, they maintain, the administration has no choice
“hnder existing law but to enforce it.

™ 1f a broad ban had existed in 1982, it is estimated
“that it could have barred $138 million of the $227.5

million in imports from the Soviet Union. U.S. exports .

40 the Soviet Union that year were lopsidedly greater:
+£2.6 billion, of which $1.85 billion was in grain sales,

~. This is a sensitive dispute for an administration that '
“stresses its readiness to negotiate on all sources of su- -

vperpower tension but that has been vocal in denouncmg

:Soviet practices. Administration attacks on “slave la- -

ibor” helped to arouse the demand for the trade restric-
itions.

= U.S. Customs Commxssxoner William von Raab in-
for'ned Treasury Secretary Donald T. Regan in Sep-
‘tember 1983 of his plan to begin applying the forced-la-
.zbor ban against 36 Soviet products. Regan is reported
to have supported the plan until it ran into tough oppo-
“sition from Shultz, Commerce Secretary Malcolm Bal-
~drige, Agriculture Secretary John R. Block, and U.S.
lTrade Representative William E. Brock.

= Regan decided last May to postpone a ruling on the '
ban until after Nov. 12, when the International Trade -
“Commission is scheduled to complete a fact-finding stu-

rdy requested by Sen. Robert J. Dole (R-Kan.), chairman
-of the Senate Finance Committee.

k That timetable pushed the dispute beyond the elec- i

+ion campaign, in which President Reagan has used So-
“yviet grain sales to court the farm vote. Reagan on Sept.
=11 announced U.S, readiness to sell an additional 10
*million tons of wheat and ‘corn to the Soviet Union.

i

p

&members of Congress, but he was among 45 senators
=who urged the administration last October to enforce
%he ban against the Soviet Union. In May, 84 House
Fmembers made a similar appeal.

< Last month a lawsuit to force the administration to
“enforce the ban was filed on behalf of several groups,
vmcludmg 33 Republican and Democratic members of
t:the House and two perennial critics of the administra-
“tion's Soviet policy, Sens. Jesse Helms (R-N.C.) and
;Steven D. Symms (R-Idzho}.

The Sept. 26 complaint in the U.S. Court of Inter-
’natxonal Trade in New York charged the admxmstratxon.
iawith “abitrary, capncxous and illegal action, and “an
tabuse of discretion” in failing to apply the law. Named
ias defendants were von Raab and Assistant Treasury
*Secretary John M. Walker Jr. The suit was filed by Dan-
el J. Popeo and Paul D. Kamenar of the Washington
'Legal Foundation. .

= At issu€ is'a section of the 1930 Smoot-Hawley Tariff '

“Act, which bars imports of articles or material made in
‘Whole or in part with “convict labor” or “forced labor.”

= Doleisa champxon of Soviet grain sales, as are many |

STAT

5n the past it has been used primarily to protect U.S. |

';:ompames from underpriced foreign products made
wvith cheap prison labor, and was invoked against only
‘eme Soviet product, crabmeat, from 1950 to 1961, at
dhe height of the Cold War,

- % Current requirements for blocking 1mports are so

.'ﬁroadly written that the customs commxssxoner ¢an or-

der the seizure of suspected goods if he has * mforma-”

tion that reasonably but not conclusively indicates” that
they are subject to the ban. It is up to the shipper or
importer to prove that the imports were not made with

forced labor.

During the past year, however, the Reagan admin-
istration has moved away from that sweep'mg criteria.
Critics charge that the administration is deliberately

watering down its impact on the Soviet Union. Admin:
istration officials counter that the ban has been applied
inconsistently and must be uniform for all nations.

Regan said on May 17 that after the International
Trade Commission study on Nov. 12, standards for ap-
plying the ban should include “a specific finding that the

~use of forced labor gives that foreign producer a more.
than de minimus [small] price advantage over Amer-
‘ican producers " In addition, Regan said, the customs
commissioner should consider such factors as “the [ap-
parent] value added by use of forced labor,” the “per-
centage of time” contributed by such 1ab0r and “wheth-
er labor cost is a significant’ component.”

As administration concern about applying the ban has
increased, it has increasingly questioned the adequacy
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Playing Reagan Musical Chairs — STAT
memmn e YWithout Chairs

WASHINGTON, Oct. 25 ~ Well be.
fore the first votes have been counted,

the Reagan Administration is filled ~ Labor Secretary Raymond J. Dono- | chjef United States delegate to the

with rumors, gossip, wariness and .van, now on leave of absence, 10 de- UnfedNations. &nd_ Willam_ J.
free-floating anxiety about the pros- sparteven if he is acquitted on charges . Tasey, Dire o of Central infelli-
pects for a second term in office. : of larceny and falsifying business 2 = :

At the White House, several of @ ‘records in connection with a subway %
President Reagan's top aides have | construction project in New York %ﬁ” come Secretary of
told friends that they would love tobe | City.- - _ | Sfate.Tiot Ieast because Mr. wember-
doing something else next year if Mr. 1‘ But the biggest break in the Admin-  ger and Mrs. Kirkpatrick are known
|
I

Reagan is re-elected. Increasingly, istration gridiock, according to many to want that job themselves.
however, they find their opportunities -officials, could come as early as next .

blocked because there seem to be no | spring with the resignation of Paul A, Mr, Casey, meanwhile, was said to |
openings for them to go ta. - © Volcker as chairman of the Federal ._Have Dee Qﬁqéa B rec'______enets a.rﬂé ’
T S O ereis el o v Board. B R e spesting that
members of the Cabinet, Thereis - o ; gestin
throughout the Admiristration of the Mr. Volcker’s term as chairmanis = he would leave next yedr. WHite

inki “ not up until 1887, but the talk of his  “House aides said hie brought te clf
Effd f’?rs m&imm?ng sagjiseér?nh leaving persists throughout the Ad- $To Mr. Reagan andgwon a corgz
O e natens there | . ministration, with some people say- - ‘mitment thet he could stay on.
mediately. Instead, there is & grow- ing they are convinced he will g0 y on.
ing feeling of bureaucratic gridiock.” . BO .

sooner rather than later. - - What if Baker Leaves?
Not ‘Asking for Heads' : His departure could -pave the way - . )
«T don’t know of & single person at | for the selection of either Treasury - Tensions between Mr. Baker and

the White House or the Cabinet who's | Secretary Donald T. Regan or Secre- Mr,.,&fa_.s.ex,_? ating from their dispute
told me that they're definitely leav- | tary of State George P. Shultz as over pilfered Carter campeign docu-
ing,” said Semator Paul Laxalt of | chairman of the Fed, according to ~ Dents I 13&—5‘3—93&1“ so_high that
Nevadza, chairmean of the re-election ", severa] knowledgeable officials. Such ‘each _wes described as_having sus-
drive, who is pernaps Mr. Reagan's =~ 8 development, in turn, would leave & pected the other Of bemng the source of
closest friend in Washington,  vacancy next year for James A. the recent newspaper articles.
_If you look at Romald Reagan’s Baker 3d, the White House chie! of What happens if Mr. Baker leaves
history, vou know he’s pever gone ' .;taff, leoste f{iends say he is almost ‘the White House is another subject of
around asking for heads,” Mr. Laxalt fespera gha?u eave the White House intense speculation. Aides agree on
-added. *“Without people being. asked .. or new challenges. .. three possible replacements for him:
'?a;e;g:,’} doubt very much if it woul‘d . r_ra}go'nBﬁgi'g}n&:?igs o’f' tlg:l e,:dminic' Mr. Clark, W%Chagl X. D ﬁage ?’ ?:g !
e is a consensus niow that if Mr,  cessfully last fall to become Mr. Rea- ?;:ildlg?:;yl,e wfse e ons por.
Reagan is re-elected, almost all his,  gan's national security adviser. The tation Secretary’ _
top aides will rematn in place at least President _initially approved  the Mr. Clark has' told associates that
for several months into a second change but then dropped the ides, pe is interested in remaining Interior
term. But that consensus has not pre- - bowing to the protests of Administra- = ¢ ecretary but that be would accept
vented en enormous amount of specu- - tion conservatives. . " ihe Wnite Honse post if.ask od. He
lation. - ___Thosg_gmi_r_ig_Mr_L____Bakefs"go_v“e : served a similar function when ‘Mr.-
o ous aides said, for example, imcluded William P._Clark, who Was - pegpan was Governor of California,
that there would be strong pressure 1eavin _g_xihe Tational security post to : .

2BV o A% d faceadamant 0 ition” -
on some Cabinet members to leave.  become Interior Sec‘ré@,_avsl We[el 1?3% ‘ ?:;S;eﬁf 0? statf job frorgp:g.mn-

They said Margaret M, -Heckler, efense Secre CEs ; , ; oderates, who say that as
Secretary of Health and Human Serv-  Dergel. Jeane T Kirgg‘me ;Sat;%tég ?ecurity adviser o had a
ices, is regarded as uncooperative by T . ‘stormy relationship with Congress. |

White House, re-election and budget
aides. She and Education Se&retary
T,H. Bell, who is also disliked by - . 5
budget cutters, could therefore be | CONTINUED,
forced out if Mr. Reagan starts cut- |
ting their budgets next year.
0f Block and Donovan - ’
In addition, Agriculture Secretary
John R. Block is seen by some White
Louse officials as ineffective, and
there are reports that he may wantto .
leave. - ‘
‘Most White House aides expect ,

—
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ith icconomic Woes Deepening,
fdanagua Sees Years of Shortages|

Bv STEPHEN KINZER
Sp=cial to The New York Times

MANAGUA, Nicaragua, Oct. 21 —
Nicaragua’s economic troubles are
continuing to mount, and Government
leaders are saying that shortages and
other hardships will continue for at
least several more vears.

The Sandinistas charge that the
United States has played a fnajor role
in creating these economic difficulties
by cutting off foreign aid, restricting
purchases of Nicaraguan goods and op-
posing Nicaragua's loan applications
at international lending agencies.

A senior Sandinista official esti-

mated in an interview that hostility -

from the Reagan Administration had
cost Nicaragua $550 million since 1981.

Businessmen Biame Government

But businessmen opposed ta the Gov-
ernment attribute the problems to San-
dinista policies restricting the private
sector. They say that because their
profits are limited, they have little in-
centive to produce. .

Diplomats in Managua said other im-
portant factors contributing to the
country's deepening recession wete the

chief of transportation for the regional
government. In the rice-growing Mala-
catoya region, half the tractors are out

, of service because engine parts are un-

i available.

leader, Rubén Ulloa, warned that sev-
eral large factories in Managua were
on the verge of closing because they
could no longer obtain hard currency to

o . to adjust tge rtag
raguans to €s,
which he said would probably continue
*“From a tractor to a soft drink,” Mr.
Marenco said, “we have to get used to

and drinking what is available.”

Friday’s issue of the pro-Sandinista
Nuevo Diario carried an edi-

newpaper
- torial asserting that economic crisis
' was ‘“an objective reality which nobody

can hide or deny, because it is hitting
m ”

. The Reagan Administration ended
-American aid to Nicaragua in 1881 and
‘at the same time refused to disburse a

| $9.8 miljon food credit that was to be

high cost of the continuing war effort | used to buy wheat. Later the United

and the shrinking number of countries -
“that still send hard-currency aid to the

i Sandinistas. ‘ . en s
, *“We don't want to say that all our
{economic or sccial problems are

| caused by aggression,” Carlos Nufez, -

-one of the nine Sandinista commanders

who rule Nicaragua, said at a news
: conference Thursday. “But aggression
"has aggravated them.”

Consumers Criticize Shortages

The country's deepening econdmic
distress, which appears more acute

than at any time since the 1979 revolu- -

tion, is felt by a wide range of people.

Consumers complain loudly about

- chronic shortages, especially of prod-
fucts made from imported materials,
such as toothpaste, dexdorant and toi-
let paper. Taxi drivers and truckers

have difficulty finding spare parts,
telephone service is deteriorating and ;

‘medicine is in short supply.

More than half the trucks used to
_transport food in and out of rural Mata-
,‘ galpa Province are off the road for lack

: of tires, according to Edmundo Vado, !
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cut the:amount of Nicaraguan

- sugar it buys at subsidized prices by 90
; Yet substantial amounts pf Nicara-

are still imported freely

. into the United States. The entire Nica-

banana crop is sold in Califor-

nia. Nicaraguan coffee, meat and shell-

fish are regularly unloaded at Amer-
‘ican ports, :

| In addition, the Government-owned

|a1rline Aeronica still makes regular

! between Managua and Miami.

| These flights, like the exports, bring

pCT)
is

Two weeks ago a Sandinista labor

Nicaragua desperately needed foreign | . ,
ex Like the , they are | but emphasized that the military would

|

Minister of Internal Commerce

1| even higher.

* | .On Sept. 28, the World Bank sus-
pended credit to Nicaragua, citing the

mats. But the diplomats said the sug-
gestion had been blocked thus far by
other advisers to President Reagan, in-
cluding Secretary of Commerce Mal-
colm Baldrige and William E. Brock, :
the special trade representative, who !
were said to fear that such steps could
violate American obligations under the
General Agreement on Tariffs and '
Trade and other international accords.
By all accounts, Nicaragua's key
economic problem is its shortage of
foreign exchange. Nicaragua is not in- ;
dustrialized and depends heavily on |
imports, so the lack of hard currency
means that many products are scarce
or unavailable. The Government ex-
pects to earn $461 million from exports
this year, according to official figures.
As a bare minimum, theGovermnent"
estimates it needs to import $700 mil- :

|| tion in raw materials and spare parts to ‘l
buy raw materials produced abroad. "1 keep its productive apparatus function- |

In addition to this deficit, Nicaragua ‘
must make regular payments on a :

- quickly growing foreign debt. The San-

dinista Government inherited a debt of
$1.6 billion when it tock power in 1979,
and much of that amount had been mis-

:used by the Government of President

Anastasio Somoza Debayle. The debt is
now estimated at $3.5 billion.

Prospects for help from abroad do
not appear bright. West Germany all
but ended direct aid to Nicaragua this
year, and the Netberlands is in the pro-
cess of doing so, diplomats said. Both
countries are NATO allies of the United
States, and their Governments were :
described as increasingly critical of the
Sandinistas.

This month the West German Parlia-
ment defeated a motion to renew dis-
bursements on a $8.4 million loan that
has been frozen by the Government.

‘We Are Going to Pay’

These aid reductions leave Sweden
and Spain as the only European coun-
tries with substantial aid programs
here. Many other aid projects are spon-
sored by Soviet-bloc or other countries,
but they do not provide hard currency.

In a speech in June, Sergio Ramirez

- Mercado, a member of the junta, said

Nicaragua would pay its foreign debts

remain the top priority’ Military .
spending is officially put at 25 percent
of the national budget, and Western
diplomats think the true figure may be

‘““We are going to pay,” Mr. Ramirez
said, ‘‘but not to the point of imposing
irrational sacrifices on ourselves.”

Government's failure to make timely
repayments on outstanding debts. The
most immediate effect of the cutoff
was to delay release of a $2 million loan '

" already approved for improving Mana-
' gua’s water supply. )

The United States has made a prac-
tice of opposing most loans to Nicara-
gua by international agencies such as
the World Bank, according to Amer- .
ican diplomats. - i

: CIA-RDP91-00901R000400010003-3
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Meanwhile from Central America, mocre
signals, the president of El Salvador meeting with rebels
trying to cverthrow his government, then governnent troops
resuming military operatlons against them, depending
partly on intelligence from the American CIA which lost
four Americans who died in the crash of their
reconnaissance plane. From Nicaragua, another signai, a
pamphlet calling for rebels to kidnap all cofficials of the
Sandinista government, to neutralize then, also to cause
the death of martvrs. The apparent scurce, the CIA.

MARK FALCOFF (American Enterprise Institute): Well after

all, this isn't a tea party. I think the United States
should be trying to get the Sandinista regime to live up
to its promises to the OAS. And if a little bit of force
here and there to show them we mean business, that's good.
JAMES SHANNON (D-Mass.): The goal is to overthrow the
Sandinista government, and that's in direct contradiction
to what Mr. Casey, the president and 'others in the
adninistration have been telling the Congress. I think
that the director of the CIA should be removed, and the
process of oversight of the CIA needs to be strengthened.

~

*John Martin
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dustridl state; Wben’{was
* Jtéseemed that_everyone Was
"bmidmg-sﬁﬁsememi{allbu
ters. The hyst  Com:
;:’rndn£§mh"adfgrip;5ed th%"ha'ﬁon
-like'a contagious disedse. When

"l'was a: boy;we ‘were: told we.. et

-~ were entering the Alormc Age"
and tha! thns was a very good
thmq When:l was a boy. noone :
seemed to question the mission.
af: the CentraL lntelhgence
Agency. :

When | was a boy I did not
know-_that then Secretary of
State John‘FostenDuNes was a-

Crook, I'was blrssfully unaware ]

of: his family, tonnections to
Uriited Fruit Co. and its holdings
in: Central ;America. The
significance “of the fact that
- Dulles’s brotherz- Allen,. , was.
head of thé CIA. dnd not regnster
inmy mind: ‘What littie | knew of
the CIA had .more to do with
David Niven movies than the
oblique reports of advisers in a
place called Vietnam.

‘Things have become more
apparent since the days Chi-
qQuita .Banana cavorted in my
bowl! of breaktast cereal, Seen
through age’s bleary prism, my
youth was spent in a dream
{abricated by: entmes I did not
know existed. * ¥ FEt L

Thmgs are.clearer today. 4.

{=

B"o'y‘sm

COLORADO DAILY .
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the' CU campus Progress IS a
marvelous thing. . :

The CIA Is nothing if not the
.world's leadmg promulgator of ,
terronsm tand. - counter?
“revolution. The Company, as its. .

“‘members are wont to call it, at-

tempts to portray a sori of
Madison Avenue aura of glamor
and job security in its recruit-
ment literature. As in the
1950s, the CIA's image pro-
jects a cold, corporate iethality
embellished with a soothing

patriotic rationale for entree in-

to a selective club where no
rules apply and everything is a
- secret. if one believes the CiA's
propaqanda pamphlets then

less tidy, inmy mind: As it turns” = Hugh, Hefner is still a valid role

out the CIA and United Fruithad
alot more to do with Central
America . than ~the. price -of .
bananas. The much heralded
Alomic Age has become a self-
generating nightmare, in the
1950s we had the luxury.of an
hour's warning time before the -
missiles rained down from the
sky. Today, we are pemmitted as
little as six minutes to make our
final arrangements with the mor-

{nodel for college boys to aspiré
‘o .

Never before has a genera-
. tion of youth had to face such
a wall of invented reality and still

sponlaneous vision of their
-future. . The techniques of mass
mamp"Téhon employed by the
powers that be have become a
matrix in which the individual

~must sublimate every emotion

mLThm-ém. ergoncs i fa
By ghf'and;me' crUshmg of the 4

‘the . zntrospecbon wl'uch many

members™ofmy - generation; M
rrescwtet:l 1o ain? the .197Us.

i Rather, - it was,tha conscious '
s ,_,reacbono!—memﬁngdasstome

; mcfeasxng disenchantment with,
“American cidtire that led tothe
ecycled . patriotismiawhich .

'_culmlnated in the election of

"' Ronald Reagan. ©:, -

v

”tor “to “sell ©

_keep a common identity and-

When real politicians were no
longer able to justify the mean-
ingless march to profits, Which

is U.S. policy, the corporate’
‘stale produced this 1850s! ac-.

it mcreasmgly
dubrous product. - e, - vy

.....
\-'-'\.A-\.~'s RO

The spectacle of fratermty
parties belng organized and
- catered by - enormous liquor

conglomeraxes and" ‘youth-
1‘ashoon .dictated by . sleazy

deagners- wt%‘wautd*have us
wear their Iogos on the flyfront
of our jeans would have been
the object of scorn and derision
only a few years ago.-

Ten years ago we had rid our |

campuses of the spook
recruiters. Now, they're back.
‘Young men once again march to
the military's drumbeat as
students seem mesmerized by

* ridiculous films which glorify the

,’fantasy of® warfare-, Oy a
desperately insecure populace
_could be sold on.the cfushing

" pathos which was this” counWs

victory ‘over-Grenada. The stu-
dent body, as a whole, ought to
be revolted by tigar. chomping

Wild Bill Casey, the director of -

the CIA. Surely, Mr. Casey can
find enough prospective agents

to Earry out his deviolrs opera-
tions from the ranks.of petty i
criminals and sundry misfits

which our society breeds.

tall “of <5 into ‘&’ abstractiofr caled the.
omb"“‘“shelters 4 szu S:Azorbe consgdered’mwor-"

...i"

Let the CIA- procure its
patpetic zombies elsewhere.
Thelast thing the CIA cares
about is.the future vision of
liberation so cherished, one
must presume, by our nation's _

youth.

The old adage remains true:
When authority speaks, ques-
tion authority.. Nobody should
sign away their rights to an out-
fit run by the same folks who
shot and killed us.on_gur’cam-
puses in our l‘feﬁme

V-

* 0w

MacGuire lives in Boulder.
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CENTRAL positioned oh Central America, but you recently gave away half the ball game by concading
AMERICA: : Reagan’s premise: The Sandinistas are exporting their revolution, particularly to El
:’&?ggéggﬂ Salvador. What's left for you now is to capitalize on Managua’s acceptance last month of a

~STAT~
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To: Fritz Mondale
From: Michael Kramer
Re: The Foreign-Policy Debate

LI B . %
THE FOREIGN-AFFAIRS PROBLEM THAT MOST WORRIES THE PUBLIC IS THE RISK THAT A
widening Central American war might involve American troops. You used to be well

proposed regionwide peace treaty. The proposed treaty is flawed—there is no adequate
rmechanism for verification of Nicaraguan restraint—but it is the product of the Contadora |
process that the president says he is supporting. As such, it can be taken seriously. Given
the treaty’s provision calling for free elections, you could challenge Reagan to rein in the
contras during an extended campaign period—a cooling-off time that weuld permit the

' Sandinista opposition to fully contest the election. This would be a measured and
statesmanlike proposal, and it could flesh out the administration’s true intentions in the
area. If Reagan dismisses the suggestion, you then have the standing to endorse the public’s
concern that he might sanction a hotter war in a second term. :
 On a related issue, you should blast Reagan for allowing the CIA to revise an agency
analyst’s report on Mexico that was at odds with the conclusion Director Casey wanted
drawn. An.administration that denies the truth even to itself does not deserve re-election.

* k ok H ok ¥k

R i
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J— By Alfonso Chardy
J and James McCartney

Inquirer Washington Bureau

WASHINGTON — A high-ranking
CIA official told congressional staff
members that CIA-supported contras
killed many middle- and lower-level
government officials and civilians in
Nicaragua, according to congression-
al sources with access to classified
information. : ‘

The disclosure of the killings was
made during a secret briefing late
last year for senior staff members of
the House intelligence committee.

Those killed included ‘“civilians
and Sandinista officials in the prov-
inces, as well as heads of coopera-
tives, nurses, doctors and judges,”
according to a source familiar with
the priefing.

The CIA official, Dewey Claridge,
former head of the CIA's clandestine
operations in Latin America, insisted
that such killings did not violate a
1981 executive order signed by Presi-
dent Reagan forbidding political as-
sassinations.

“After all, this is a war —— a para- '

military operation,” Claridge was
quoted as saying by one person who
was present. The account of the
briefing was confirmed by two other
sources. )

When asked for comment on the
_ Claridge briefing, a CIA spokesman
said the agency would have none.

Disclosure of the briefing added

fuel to a growing controversy over a ’

CIA manual given to the contras that
provides detailed instructions on
techniques for assassination, black-
mail and kidnapping.

The manual was prepared last year,
when Claridge was handling clan-
destine Latin American operations.-
Claridge has since been assigned to
another high CIA position, but the
agency would not disclose his new
title.

Reagan has ordered two investiga-
tions into whether the CIA acted
improperly in preparing the manual,
whose existence was disclosed earli-
er this week by the Associated Press.
One investigation is to be made by
the ClA itself, the other by the Presi-
dent’s Intelligence Oversight Board.

gs by

20 October 1984
g

the coming election, Walter F. Mon-
dale, described the manual yesterday
as “dirty work” and demanded the
resignation of CIA Director William

Al Casgﬁ, Mondale contended That Ca-
Séy had failed to enforce laws that

prohibit government agencies from
participating in assassinations.

In his briefing, one source said,
Claridge told the committee staff
members “that there were no rules,
no restrictions and no restraints at

all on what the contres did insidé
Nicaragua.” The contras, or counter-
revolutionaries, are fighting to oust
the Sandinista government of Nica-
ragua. . : : _
Claridge said that the term assassi-
nation, by the ClIA's definition, did
not apply to killings in Nicaragua.
He said that “these events don't
constitute assassinations because as
far as we are concerned assassina-
tions are only those of heads of
state,” the source quoted Claridge as
saying. “I leave definitions to the
politicians.” _
The wording of Reagan's order,

" signed Dec. 4, 1981, did not appear to

restrict the ban on-assassinations to
high-level officials but seemed to be
a blanket ban.

In part, it said: “No person em-
ployed by or acting on behalf of the
U.S. goveroment shall engage in or
conspire to engage in assassina-
tions.”

An underlying question in a bur-

geoning series of investigations,
some by the administration and oth-

.ers by Congress, clearly will be

whether Reagan’s massive buildup
of CIA covert operations has gotten
out of control.

The White House said Thursday
that Reagan knew nothing of the
manual until he read about it in the
newspapers, and White House offi-
cials suggested that it was the work
of “an overzealous free lance,” a 1c_>w-
level independent employee working
under CIA contract.

One congressional source with ac-
cess to classified information, how-
ever, described the White House ex-
planation as “fust B.S.”

official said to reveal
contras’

Reagan’s Democratic opponent in '

“The standard CIA practice is to
contract out a lot of publications and
manuals for covert actions because
no one at Langley [CIA headquarters
in Virginia] sits at an IBM terminal
writing manuals for guerrillas,” the
source said.

Several former well-placed govern-
ment officials said they found it hard
to believe that high government offi-
cials could be unaware of policies
endorsed in-such a document.

Asked whether the President was
concerned that he might not have
been briefed about “what was going
on," White House spokesman Larry
Speakes advised reporters to await
the results of investigations before
drawing conclusions.

The congressional source who de-
scribed the Claridge briefing said, I
believe the White House when they
say Reagan didn't know about the
manual. ... But I'm sure that other
people, high-level people . .. certain-
ly knew about it probably because
they approved it. They must have

known.”

House Speaker Thomas P. O'Neill
Jr. (D., Mass.) on Thursday called for
Casey’s resignation soon after hear-.
ing of the manual. He asserted that
the kind of internal investigation
ordered by the White House was
bound to be a “whitewash.”

The draft of the manual disclosed
by the Associated Press, 44 pages in
its English translation, advises the
anti-Sandinista guerrillas in Nicara-
gua to execute selected government
officials publicly, arrange the shoot-
ing deaths of fellow members 50 as 10
create “martyrs,” and blackmail or-
dinary citizens into working for the
guerrillas.

These kinds of measures, the man-
ual said, should help to increase gub
lic support for the anti-Sandinista
movement. )

Leaders of the Nicaraguan guerril-
las have been quoted as saying that
passages urging assassinations or
kidnappings were deleted from most
of the manuals before they were dis-
tributed to guerrilla forces.

INUED
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Rep. Edward P. Boland (D., Mass.),

chairman of the House intelligence
committee, asserted on Thursday
that the manual proved that the ad-
ministration's motives in Nicaragua
have not been, as the administration
. has contended, to halt arms ship-
ments to Salvadoran guerrillas.

“The war is an effort to overthrow
the Sandinistas,” Boland said.

The socalled covert aid that the
CIA has been giving the contras has
been a matter of contention between
Congress and the White House for at
least two years. Most recently, funds
for continued aid were cut off by
Congress earlier this month.

The Inquirer’s Washington Bureau
said in April that low-level assassina-
tions by U.S. personnel, or U.S.-sup-
ported personnel, were a distinct
possibility in Central America.

A congressional source was quoted
at the time as saying: “Some of our
people may have to be a part of low-
level assassinations and will have to
keep their mouths shut to protect
their cover.”

The Reagan administration has
made a major effort to build up clan-
destine services of the CIA since tak-
‘ing office in 1981, but, as has been
always true with the CIA, has de-
clined to make details public.

Officials have confirmed, however,
that at least 800 staff positions in
clandestine services that were cut
during the Carter administration
have been restored.

Various estimates have been made
on the number of CIA agents as-
signed to the management of the so-
called secret war by the contras

Approved For Release 2006/01/17 : CIA-RDP91-00901R000400010003-3

against the Sandinistas, but no offi-
cial figures have been available.

One responsible source has esti-
mated the figure at 150. The CIA
budget assigned to clandestine serv-
ices has increased from about 2 or 3
percent of the overall CIA budget to
about 10 percent, according to
sources, although the CIA budget is
classified.

Reaction to disclosure of the CIA
manual reverberated throughout

Washington yesterday.

The Senate intelligence committee
called a hearing Monday and invited
Casey to testify. The hearing is to be
closed.

Speakes said that Reagan had not
talked to Casey about the possibility
of his stepping aside and that Casey
had not offered to do so.

Inquirer Washington Bureau re-
porters David Hess and Chques
Green also contributed to this article.
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Judge Tells CIA to Make
[xicaragua Papers Public

By Joanne Omang
Washington Post Staff Writer

U.S. District Court Judge June L.
Green has ordered the CIA to make
public 15 classified documents deal-
ing with the origins and planning of
the Reagan administration’s pro-
gram supporting rebels in Nicara-
gua, - '

In a decision made Tuesday and
released yesterday, Green said ad-
ministration officials had publicly
acknowledged the officially secret
program in ways that “are suffi-
ciently ‘deliberate’ and ‘conscious’
to bring the requested information
into the public domain.”

The Central Intelligence Agency,
which had argued that disclosure
would reveal the program, will be
permitted to withhold CIA employ-
es’ names and titles in the docu-
ments, the ruling said.

A CIA spokesman said there
would be no comment until CIA at-
torneys decided whether to appeal.
If the ruling is not appealed, it will
make public papers that “described
or authorized CIA ‘covert opera-
tions in Central America which
were approved by President Rea-
gan between Aug. 6, 1981, and
Aug. 6, 1982, " accordmg to the
decision.

“This is the first time the CIA has
ever been ordered to release doc-
uments on a current covert oper-
ation,” said Jay Peterzell, attorney
for the Center for National Security
Studies, a Washington-based re-
search organization critical of Rea-
gan's policies in Central America.
The center won the ruling under
the Freedom of Information Act.

“The ruling establishes the prin-
ciple that documents about current
covert operations, if they’re being
talked about on the record by senior
officials, are subject to the FOIA”
Peterzell said. . ,

The center asked in August 1982
for copies of documents on CIA in-
volvement in El Salvador’s March
1982 elections, CIA aid to El Sal-
vador in its war with leftist guer-
rillas, and CIA covert operations in
Central America. :

It argued that the mformatton
should be made public because CIA
Director William J. Casey referred
to the programs in a letter and in-
terview in The New York Times in
July 1982. The CIA refused, and
the center filed suit the following
October, citing additional adminis-
tration public statements as further
evidence that the material'could be
released without damaging national
‘security.

“The - adminisiration has been
having it both ways on Nicaragua,”
Peterzell said. “On the one hand it
refuses to answer pointed questions
on the purpose of the operations
and whether what is going on is
consistent with those purposes, say-
ing they can’t talk about covert op-
erations. But when it's of political
benefit, they talk about it.”

Green first ruled in favor of the
CIA last April, finding that news-
paper articles and official adminis-
tration statements did not consti-
tute an “official acknowledgement”
of the various programs.

The judge agreed to reconsider
her ruling on 15 documents pertain-
ing to Nicaragua when the center
submitted evidence that the admin-
istration had publicly admitted the
program’s existence on 18 occa-
sions since her April verdict.

This included statements in the
Congressional Record, excerpts
from a Reagan news conference and
statements by Casey and Reagan’s
spokesman Larry Speakes, accord-
ing to the ruling.

The CIA shifted ground, arguing
first that there had been no ac-
knowledgement by  high-level
sources and then that even Rea-
gan’s remarks could not be used to
justify publication unless they had
been made with the intent to cause
all the diplomatic consequences.

Green held yesterday, however,
that “publicly known information
cannot ‘reasonably’ be expected to
damage national security.”
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MLO3>CAMPAIGN '84/>HUNTER-GAULT: It was a quiet day in the presidential <
>MONDALE>campaign. Both President Reagan and former Vice President
Mondale were busy preparing for their debate on foreign
affairs and defense Sunday night. But Mondale took time
out to attack the president on the matter of a manual
prepared by the CIA, suggesting so-called selective
yviolence to neutralize some officials in Nicaragua. The
president has ordered an investigation in the matter.
Today Mondale stepped outside his Washington home to call
for the dismissal of CIA Director William Casey, and the
Democratic candidate said he would make the CIA manual an
issue in the debate. WALTER MONDALE: So what we have is
actions of the CIA that injure that crucial agency, hurt
our interests in Central America, and strengthen the
forces against us in that region. This and other steps
compels (sic) me to make one of three challenges to the
president today. The first is that he fire Bill Casey as
the director of the CIA befare the Sunday debate. The
second challenge to the president is to tell us what went
on. Did he know this was going on? If he didn't know,
how could that possibly be? I don't know which is worse,
knowing that this was going on, or having a government
Wwith no one in charge so that these things, contrary to
our public interest, could go on without the knowledge of
the elected president, and possibly without the knowledge
of others. So if our objective is to overthrow the
governnent of Nicaragua, then the legitimate question is
whether this administration plans to introduce U.S. combat
troops to achieve that objective, and that also ought to
be answered by the president of the United States.
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AMERICA’S

DIPLOMATIC

CHARADE

by Roy Gutman

Arnerican policy toward Nicaragua seems
near the point of no return. The Reagan
administration now faces the choice of either
abandoning its ambitious aims or achieving
them at the points of U.S. bayonets. How

Washington reached this position is a story of .

ill-formed strategy, debilitating bureaucratic
struggles, and subordination of diplomacy to
military pressure.

President Ronald Reagan contends that he
has tried to settle the Central America crisis
peacefully and points in particular to August
1981, when then Assistant Secretary of State
for Inter-American Affairs Thomas Enders
spent 2 days in “open and frank” discussions
with Sandinista leaders in the Nicaraguan
capital of Managua. Some papers were later
exchanged, but the talks broke off in late
October. The administration says Nicaragua
failed to respond substantively to American
concerns.

But interviews with leading U.S. policy-
makers and Sandinista officials reveal that-the
United States itself helped scuttle the talks.
Nicaragua failed to respond, but the United
States never laid its complete set of demands
on the table. A draft of the U.S. demands on
some of the most critical security issues was
prepared. But its sweeping terms included the
humiliating requirement that Nicaragua re-
turn its heavy arms to Cuba, the Soviet Union,
and other countries of origin. Moreover,
shortly after being shown to former Nicara-

* guan Ambassador to the United States Arturo

José Cruz, who came to the United States in
December 1981, it was withdrawn to a classi-

fied safe in the State Department. There it -

remains—never presented, never discussed.
“I was flabbergasted by the demands,” Cruz

- Continued  — b

00400010003-3
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WASHINGTON |James Reston

‘Reagan Vs. Reagan

’ .. WASEINGTON
N obody can accuse the Reagan
3l Administration of being a pris-

oner of its own rhetoric. It

often overstates and misstates _its

@wn case, but it has been singularly

successful at recovering its own fum-
bles and even stealing the ball from
the opposition. T
Secretary of State Shultz made a
speech in Los Angeles the other day
that was not unlike the ‘themes of

‘many past speeches by Walter Mon-

dale. Mr, Shultz called for flexibility
&nd pregmatism in dealing with the

* Russians, two approaches that pot so

long ago were regarded by-many
Reaganites as signs of weakoess.
‘“When the Soviet Union acts in a way
we find objectionable, it may not al-
ways make sense for us to break off
negotiations or suspend’ agree-
ments,” Mr. Shultz said.

This is precisely what the atlies ali
the time and Mr. Mondale part of the

tirne have been arguing for years, but

in case after case, the Administration

has changed its policies to meet the

public mood. _

t opposed allied use of U.S, materi-
als to help build the Soviet gas pipe-
line to Europe, but withdrew its ob-
jections when the allies protested.
Similarly, it amended its nuclear
arms proposals when the Europezn
peace movement threatened the em-

placement of cruise and Pershing 2

missiles on allied territory. And while
condemning Moscow for its outrages
in Poland, it restored grain ship-

‘ ments and blamed Jimmy Carter for

cutting them off,

It vowed to stick in Belrut, but after
the massacre of the marines and &
storm of protest at home, it withdrew,
When confronted with Congressional

NEW YORK TIME

The Gipper |

fumbles and

recovers

oppusition on Social Security, and the
procurement of certain controversicd
weapons, it preclaimed the virtues of
bipartisanship and praised the Demo-
crats it had previously denounced.
The Administration has dealt with
its own top officials in much the same
way. The latest example is the han-
dling of William Casey, the Director
of Central Intelligence. When Ernest
Lawrence Thayer's “‘Mighty Casey"’
struck out, “‘there was no joy in Mud-
ville,” but here in Slipperyville, three
strikes and you're in, B
Mr. Casey took one strike on the han-
dling of his finahces, and another on
the mining of the Nicaraguas harbors.
THen it was disclosed that 2 C.I.A. em-
ployee had written a pamphlet recom-

mending how the Nicaraguan rebels -

could use “selective violence” to get
rid of their upponents. Nobody would
finger the culprit or take responsibility
for what amounted to a manual for as-
sassination. - i

The White House couldn’t imagine
who ®ould have propased such ille- .
galaction, s the President ordered
Mr. Casey to ipvestigate ‘his own
agency, with the help of the Intelli-
gence Oversight Board, which is
composed of three- members ap-,
pointed by Mr, Reagan, .

There are two ways to look at all
these things, First, that they are .

S
AgRDP91-00901R000400010003-3

“linked’” to political expediency, and

second, that they are brilliant defen-
sive maneuvers. ’ i

. Politically, there is nc doubt that”

they divert the fire away from the
President. Every time the Democrats

seem to have an issue, Mr. Reagan

blunts it. He blunted the peace issue
though he has not ended it. .
He blunted the eccnomic issue by

reducing inflation, unemployment |

and interest rates, leaving behind
the largest deficits in the history of
the country, which he vlamed con the
Democrats. He even withstood his
furnbles in the first debate with Mr.
Mondale by picking up the ball there-
after and plowing ahezd as if Rea-
gan were Riggins of the Washington

' Redskins.

Tne Democrats believe he is

. merely a froat mean for a staff of une-’

lected White House officials, inside
television producers and outside
political manipulators, and that he

can and does play with consummate
skill the role of the warrior, or the

role of peacemaker, or even of the
friend of the poor. For Mr. Reagan

the play’s the thiag and the sole ob-’

ject is to win. >

It is true that no Presidential elec- -
“ tion in the past has been quite so |
dominated by television techmiques

and political huckersterism. But even -
Mr. Reagan's theatrical triumpbs’

have left a drop of poiscn in their
wake. He has bloodied the Democzrats

. but be has not convinced thern, foi no-
* body has the vaguest idea which poli-
cles, the 6ld or the new, he will follow-

if re-elected. This promises stormy

weather ahead when, as seems lixely, .

the President faces a Democratic
majority in at least one of the two
houses of Congress. 3
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i

A

BILL, WHO'S .RESPONSIBLE FOR
THIS NICARAGUR FIASCO =

~ WELL. IT SEEMS To BE THE W
AN OVERZEALOUS FREELANCER... .

-
Y Y- b 1

SOREONE TOTALLY OUT OF TOUCH WITH
PoLILY, WHO HAS NO GRASP OF THE

REGION...
\ .

BY WASSERMAN

Approved For Release 2006/01/17 : CIA-RDP91-00901R000400010003-3

STAT




Approved For Release 2%6{9]5{17L%B%E%§98@Q1 R000400010003-3

19 October 1984

MLO3>CAMPAIGN '84/>HUNTER-GAULT: It was a quiet day in the presidential <
>MONDALE>campaign. Both President Reagan and former Vice President
Mondale were busy preparing for their debate on foreign
affairs and defense Sunday night. But Mondale took time
out to attack the president on the matter of a manual
prepared by the CIA, suggesting so-called selective
violence to neutralize some officials in Nicaragua. The
president has ordered an investigation 'in the matter.
Today Mondale stepped outside his Washington home to call
for the dismissal of CIA Director William Casey, and the
Democratic candidate said he would make the CIA manual an
issue in the debate. WALTER MONDALE: So what we have is
actions of the CIA that injure that crucial agency, hurt
our interests in Central America, and strengthen the
forces against us in that region. This and other steps
compels (sic) me to make one of three challenges to the
president today. The first is that he fire Bill Casey as
the director of the CIA before the Sunday debate. The
second challenge to the president is to tell us what went
on. Did he know this was going on? If he didn't know,
how could that possibly be? I don't know which 1s worse,
knowing that this was going on, or having a government
W#ith no one in charge so that these things, contrary to
our public interest, could go on without the knowledge of
the elected president, and possibly without the knowledge
of others. So if our objective is to overthrow the
government of Nicaragua, then the legitimate question is
whether this administration plans to introduce U.S. combat
troops to achieve that objective, and that also ought to
be answered by the president of the United States.
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WASHINGTON TALK

Partyat the C.LA.
t is not easy to get invited to visit -
I Central Intelligence Agency head-
quarters: at McLean, Va. The
agency does have visitors but refuses -
to discuss its invitation policy. Occa--
* sionally, however, there is an inad--
verient leak. An nonsecretd message
. onthe letterhead of the Fordham Uni-;
" versity Club .of Washington, dis-’
closes: *‘The club has been fortunate -
in arranging an unusual event for its
members and friends.” The eventisa’
visit to C.I.A. headquarters pext
month that is to-include ‘“‘wine and
cheese™ and ‘‘an off-the-record dis-
cussion,”” possibly with the Director
of Central Intelligence, William J.
Casey. No noncitizens or guests under
.17 need apply. But otherwise all that
is necessary isto fill out a simple se-
cunry-check form and pay $8.

T Tt 1‘*-'."—_“;:

James F. Clanty
, Wal_'j;__e_n Weaver Jr,.
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- Moynihan's turning the wrong faucet

Sen. Pat Moynlha.n offered the Sen- briefed by CIA Dlrector Wllliam -

ate last week a fond farewell as a Casey and his aides. All House mem- -

member for eight years of its Select  bers understood what they were fold
Intelligence Committee, . * but— as an angry letter by Sen. Gold-

It" is a committee which he has -water revealed when it was “leaked™
served with diligence and distinetion,”. by a staff committee member — s0me
All the more perplexing, then, that he *- Senate members did not. =

. chose .not to offer proposals for its . Moynihan revealed in his farewen"

" much-needed ret‘orm by reducing its"f*;.'that CIA representatives later sought

“leak-proné'staff.- - G

There is clearly no need for the Sen 5
l:ate committee to have 40 staff mem--
" bers when the House com.mittee can

" get by with séven;~ | m

f Instead,Moyn.{hanraisedthefa.mﬂiar
- theme that the CIA did ‘not-inform the

t

the Goldwater letter. -oin

"Housé and Senate committees of its aid * 'shou]d have been ma.de to sxlencef"

"to Nicaraguan democratic rebels min- - that counsel.” .
_ing Nicaragua's harborslast year.. - ...
: In fact, both committees .Were le&ksv

arid ..,;v-.';é
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the disciplining of a committee staff
amember — presumably the eource of._~

: Itis not the counsel, Senator, it is the :

- A “grievous thing,” laments Moyni
"han, that after eight years in which-:
the CIA has offered-its *honest .coun- .
8€l” to the two committées an attempt -

.
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The CIA and the Europeans

The American intelligence community is annoyed with the lukewarm European
response to its allegations that the Soviet Union has violated the 1975 ban on
biological and toxic weapons through the use of “yellow rain” and other deadly

chemicals and toxins in Asia. Though itis stamped “secret”, the conclusions of a

top-level intelligence report on the issue has been made avallable to FOREIGN
REPORT. It concludes that the European allies cannot be trusted to help the
United States if it alleges that the Soviet Union has violated arms- control
agreements.

The highest level of the intelligence community was involved in the report. It
was issued by the director of central intelligence, William Casey, with the CIA as
the lead agency. It had the agreement of the Defence Intelligence Agency; the
National Security Agency, the intelligence organisations of the state and treasury
departments; the army's assistant chief of staff for intelligence; the director of
naval intelligence; the assistant chief of staff for air force intelligence; and the
director of intelligence for the marines.

The American finding that the Soviét Union had violated the biological and

toxic weapons convention “was made at the highest levels of the -American

government”; and the available evidence “has been steadily strengthened by
confirmatory reporting and analysis”, the report says. “Nevertheless, west
European and other governments and publics have widely resisted fully
accepting the published evidence”, it adds. “Faced with what to do about a
detected violation, those governments have exhibited great reluctance to react in
a concerted and politically significant way”.

Not wanting the. allies to read this conclusion, the mtelhgence community
stamped it “Noforn”, meaning “not releasable to foreign nationals”, as well as
“secret”. The report reveals that the French and West German governments
have secretly confirmed some of the American findings about yellow rain but will
not say so publicly. The report adds:

‘Similar difficuliies are likely to be encountered in other arms control compliance areas
. where technical mtelhgence findings are relied upon to validate a violation. The special
nature and secrecy requirements of sensitive intelligence are such as to impose severe

limitations.on the availability of governments to present intelligence findings in a
publicly compelling way.

The intelligence report says there was considerable European scepticism,
particularly among a few vocal scientists, about the validity of the ﬁndmgs and
that media treatment had tended to increase the doubt and uncertainty. After
the UN general assembly decided in 1980 to investigate allegations of the use of
chemical warfare ‘most governments felt relieved of any obligation 1o speak out
on the issue”, the report adds. France and Britain were willing to make pubhc
statements about chemical weapons only after the general assembly’s report in
1982 stated that the investigators “could not 1gnore that there was evidence that
such weapons might have been used in some cases”,

In Nato, the European allies became more aware that the Soviet Union ¢ould
use yellow rain in Europe in the event of war. “But constramts at the politcal

' ]evel of Nato governments have sharply inhibited serious action™, the report says.

Continueg
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CHRISTIAN SCIENCE MONLTOR

15 October 1984 : I

Ideophobia — a threat to A@g’icéfs freedom

STAT

of expression

* “RUSHWORTH M. KIDDER

In the natural world, animals respond

2~ hide. Some stand and fight. But some of

grizzlies, porcupines — they just don’t ~
_seem to get threateped. - 17 T
" In the intellectual world, human be- "~

; i.ngs have developed differing responses to the threat of

" discomforting ideas. Sorae run and hide — imagining, in

" keeping with those once-popular see-no-evil-hear-no-evil
monkey statuettes, that the unknown can't harm them.”

. Others stand and fight — lashing out violently against
all concepts foreign to theirown. ™~ 7 -

But the most formidable do neither. Sure of their own
§é:rengths, they simply don’t become threatened by
ideas. - o .

' . American democracy, with its emphasis on free ~

~ speech, seems well fitted to produce citizens of the latter
stripe — thinkers capable of assessing a wide range of
ideas without feeling threatened by them. So it is par-

_ticularly disturbing to see evidence from several quar-
ters that ideophobia — the fear of ideas — is on the rise.

_ The signs come from both ends of the political spec-

trum. Last month in Washington, the Reagan adminis- :
tration came under fire at a conference on *‘free trade in
-ideas.”” Organized by the American Civil Liberties - ¢

 Union, it highlighted the increasing use of the -

. certain foreign writers, editors, and speakers from enter-
- ing the country. Under its provisions, Mexican historian

. Carlos Fuentes, South African poet Dennis Brutus, Co- -

__lombian novelist Gabriel Garcia Mirquez, and Polish . -
. “poet Czeslaw Milosz have at one time or another been

_denied entry because of their political beliefs. In 1983 . |

the State Department refused visas to Nino Pasti, a for-

mer NATO general and Italian senator opposed to sta-
“tioning Pershing and cruise missiles in Europe, and to

Hortensia Allende, widow of the Chilean President.

- Both had been invited to speak to US groups. Last year,
. too, the Justice Department stamped a *“political propa--.
ganda’’ label on three Canadian films dealing with nu-

clear war and acid rain before allowing them into the -
. country. L A '
The Reagan administration, however, has also been
the victim of this resurgence of ideophobia. Defense Sec-
retary Caspar Weinberger's talk at Harvard last fall

- . was so severely disrupted
PERSPECTIVES

that he could barely com-
plete it. Ditto for UN Am-
bassador Jeane J. )
Kirkpatrick's talk earlier that year at Berkeley: She can-
celed a second speechRR!
dents at Smith College from appearing &s their com-
mencement speaker. Three years ago a talk by Central

to danger in various ways. Some run and :

the mast awe-inspiring do neither. Lions, *

McCarran-Walter Act (passed during the McCarthy era °
' to keep communists out of the United States) to prevent -

2086/01/17 : CIA-RDP91-00901R000400010003-3

.- Intelligence Agency Director Williar Casey at Brown

;. University was interrupted by students in the audience .
teading aloud from Lewis Carroll's poem
* *“Jabberwocky." - T cLeem
£ These and similar incidents form the basisfora =~ .
- thoughtful essay by Harvard president Derek Bokon |

* " the question of free speech on campus, published last -

:~ month inthe Harvard University Gazette. “When,”
- writes Mr. Bok, “is heckling an interference with free .
* speech and when is it sinply 2 means by which an audi-
7" ence communicates its disapproval?”.. . . G
_ It is not a simple question, and Bok treads a judi- -
ciously middle course. The university administrationis -
‘responsible, he rightly observes, for “‘maintaining an en-
~vironment in which free expression and debate can
flourish.”” But he warns that “free speech will not sur-
-yive in an environment in which many people are indif- \
“ferent to its existence or hostile to the expression of un- -

-popular ideas.” At heart, he says, lies the “critical |

“question” all proponents of censorship must face:

“““Whom will we trust to censor communications?” And
he quotes former University of California president
Clark Kerr: ““The university is not engaged in making !
ideas safe for students. It is engaged in making students
safe forideas.” - : T

. True for universities — and true also for nations. The |

-safety of the cifizenry, as neo-censors on the left and ‘
right need to remember, is born not of fear of ideas but - 1
of courage in facing them. Does that mean there are no. !
bad ideas? Not at all: Some are simply-awful. But the

"leadership of a nation that values intellectual courage |

" does not need to protect its would-be thinkers from bad
ideas. It needs to encourage them to wrestle with them

"'to learn to discriminate between the good and the

- bad. It does not teach them to flee, or to lash out vio-
lently: It seeks instead to develop in'its citizenry the se-
rene confidence of mature judgment.

In the end, those who shout down Mr. Weinberger i
and those who shut out Sr. Fuenites arecut fromthe |
same cloth. They need to remermber that Descartes’s !
famous Je pense, donc je suis means+1.think, therefore
lam’ — nof “I think, thereforeI fear” i 7%5" ~°
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WASHIKGTON— .
CITY OF SCANDALS
-investigating Congress -
Ang Ciher Big .;penders

By Donald Lembro - - - e

- ittle, Brown. 299 pp: $18. 95 A

‘%v Morton Mintz

a dead bureaucrat? A federal agency

an?ry cf Donald Lambro, the syndicated col-
" umnist and National Pubhc Radio commenta-

“tor whe takes on government waste in

Washington —City of Scandals.

S f HERE a good bureaucrat Who isn't

1

!

. serving the publictinterest? A good -
o regulation? These are rare birds in the |

i
i
4

|
Our government is of the people, by wastrel

" bureaucrsts, ‘and- for -wastrel bureaucrats. »
- ."'Each wasted dollar, each nebulous or ques- |

" ter past the palace guard and into the Oval

- tionzhle program, each excessive expend-
iture, each neediess regulation, each fraud
or zbuse, each counterproductive law is the
result of the acts or negligence of Con-

- gress.” “The national news media’s reluc- |
. tance .to reveal the real government in |
Washington is a major reason why so many !

of the nebulous and unworkable activities of |

government have contmued to exxst and
growfor SO many years,” . .-+ = -

- In turn, three more sentences sum up my
view of the book: It is a useful compendium |

of facts about diverse, enormous, enduring f

-and pervasive government waste and about

related matters, such as the hypocrisy and .

laxity of cfficials and politicians who pose 2s

enemies of waste. But Lambro offers fewi
fresh analyses or insights and fewer deep;

thoughts, and many of his suggested reme-
dies are unrealisic if not preposterous..

Moreover, too many of his attitudes, claims

and complamts are careless, conflicting,

dubious, inaccurate, mean, petty, simplistic, -
eup\_mcml uninformed andfor pointlessly

bizsed.

~ Lambro does mdeed make a valuable con-

tribution by pointing out the following:
v Congress’ overall poar execution of its
basic oversight function. One example: In

1982, the House Administration Commit- ere
Approved For Release 2006/01/17 : CIA-RDP91-00901ROW@@

" wasteful bureaucracy, you should never ,
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tee's Services Subcommittee had three staff
members and held two hearings on “improv-
ing the service in congressional barber-:
shops.” By contrast, the Senate Appropria-
tions defense subcommittee, ‘“which has
oversight responsibility for $245 billion in
expenditures, has only six staffers to exam-
ine the entire Pentagon establishment.”

- u Congress’ abuse of the franking privi-
lege. “Just think of it,”" Sen. Charles McC..

_ Mathias Jr. (R-Md.) has said. “We could:

televise the proceedings of the U.S. Senate
for the next 100 years . . with the money |
- that we spend in a smgle year for senators ‘
mass mailings.” " s .-

" m Scandal and waste in the Interior De— f

partment’s Bureau of Indian Affairs, which
has spent more than $1.1 billion since 1960

““while the social profile of the American In- .

dian remains a national tragedy”’; in the Syn—
thetic Fuels Corp. (“the $88 billion mis-
take”’); and in the Govemment Printing Of-
fice.

.. The usually grim £ fate of whxstleblrowers

Edwa.rd A. Curran became one and subse-
quently lost his job as director of the Na-
“tional Institute of Education, the $53 million
research armn of the Department of Educa-

tion. Appalled by what he saw as the NIE's |

utter pointlessness, he wrote to President
Reagan, using a specific code to get the let-

Office. But the letter was somehow .inter-
cepted and Curran got into deep trouble
with comments like, ““The taxpayer simply

" does not need a $99,000 survey on the polit-
“1cal attitudes of college professors.” Later,

Lambro discussed the incident with Edwin-
Meese TII. “What you are saying is that if
you are a subordinate agency head and you

_have concluded that your program should be-:

abolished because it is an unnecessary and

under any circumstances communicate :
those views to the President?” he asked. :
“ *That's right,’ the Counselor to the Presi- |
dent replied.” ~ ‘l
“un The successful campaign led by then-
Defense Secretary Robert S. McNarmara and
then-Rep. -Chet Hollifield (D-Calif.) to stop -
Congress’ General Accounting Office from .

‘ nosirig around in the books of military cop- -~

tractors and to give the job to the Defense
Contract- Audit Agency. The DCAA is, of
course, in bondage to the Pentagon, which,
too often, is a captive of the contractors. -

n The increases in non-military outlays
sought by Reagan in the 1984 budget, in-
cluding: $3.3 billion more (15 percent) for
the Transportation Departrnent, $1 billion

FILE ONLY;

"Brandt Jr.,
-vice,

(28.5 percent) for the Farmers Home Xd-

mihistration, $400 million each for the Jus- -

tice Department (13.7 percent) and State
Department (18 percent) and $128 million

(22.8 percent) for the U.S. Information
Agency, and $700,000 (18.4 percent) for

the Executive residence.
s A collection of cholesterol-rich items,

- such as: a Pentagon request for $525,000 to

remodel the bathrooms in 15 Army gen-
erals’ homes at Fort Myer; former President

Carter seeking a $15,000 wool rug for his
- Atlanta office; a $3,255 desk for the House "
%-Majonty W}up, a $2 136 desk for the Mx- :

nority Whip; CIA Du:ector Wﬂham _LCasey s ‘*

chauffeur's $26,000 in overtime, and the ra-

tionale for chauffeuring Dr. Edward N.

he was traveling between government facili- .
ties, not just commuting.

héad of the Public Health Ser-""
between his - government-provided .
‘home and his government-provided office:

"AVING made Congress the vi-

lain, Lambro fails to discharge a- :

_serious writer’s obligation to ex-
plore why it behaves as it does.
Nor does he begin to explain how he would

convert the very institution he seems to de- -

he proposes. The most absurd of his sugges-
tions—intended to make existing programs-
work—is: “‘First, Congress shoud formally

declare a four-year moratorium on any new’

legislation, except in cases of national emer-
gency.” What are the ramlﬁcatmq&? He,
doesn’t say.

On one page, when Lambro wants to po
tiay legislators as swine at the public trough,
Capitol Hill is a Versailles: “Picture, if you
will, wealthy senators lunching in their re-
stricted Caplto] Hill dining rooms on tables
covered in ctisp linens, under crystal chande-
liers, ‘served by a well-paid staff of wait-
resses whose salaries (over $4.10 an hour)
exceed anything their counterparts earn in
privately owned restaurants.”

A few pages later, when he wants to show

‘legislators as hypocrites for exempting Con-
- gress (themselves) from occupational safety
' and health and labor legislation, Versailles is -

a tenement: “In many offices, employees are

“-crammed in desk-to-desk, sometimes in of-
" fices with no windows, There are poorly lit

hallways, in some cases dangerously torn

" carpeting on building stairways, and other in-

fractions that pose serious dangers to
worker safety.” And the “‘overpaid” wait-
resses here become exploited victims who

pay whenever Congress
decides to work late.” :

o et

- spise into a broadsword to effect the reforms.:.

“are required to work
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ARTBUCHWALD

Bﬂachballed and meg it

@ ewspaper people cannot
W% live by bread alone. They
have to have Walter Mitty

fantasies to keep them going. My -

latest one hasto do with last

Sunday's debate. It was revealed

before the confrontation that .
more than 100 names of media
people had been submitted and
rejected by either Mondale's or
Reagan's advisers, I have to

_believe that I was one of the

people on the list,

This is what I’'m sure
happened. 4

The hundred media names
were sent over to Reagan
headquarters. ’

One of Reagan s key aides
recognized mine immediately. -

“They have to be kidding!” the
aide said to the president’'s
- debate staff. "Accordmg to our
files this guy is one of the few
- people in America who is not

years ago.”

“How did you find that out?”

“We talked to his wife.”

_ “The man is relentless when it
comes to asking the tough
trenchant questions.”

“Not to mention his follow-ups.
He'll go for the home run every
time.” K

“It says he has no respect for
the office of the presidency.” -

“Or V:ce President Bush’s tax -
returns.”

“He drove Nuton out of the
" White House

‘ mean?" i
“He'll ask Reagan a probmg,

“1 thought that wag Woodward
and Bernstein.”

“Who do you think led them to
“the smoking gun?”

- “Wait, maybe it's better to
- have the devil we know than the -
~devil>-we don’t.” :

“What the devx] does that

in-depth question on urban

- housing, and then Ronnie will

" stammer and get the sympathy - .
of the TV audience. People don’t

like to see someone beat upon -
- their president during a debate
- particularly when it comes to_.

. urban housing.”

“It’s too much of a nsk Thls
guy is the foremost authority on
sleaze in the’ country 1 say cross
him off the list.” -~

“Tell the League of Women + '_

- Voters if they put this
better off today than he was four

Darwin-loving secular humamst

on the panel, our man sleeps at -

Camp David on Sunday night.”

My fantasy is not limited to -,
the Reagan people, I prefer to
believe the Mondale staff also

- flipped when they saw my name

on the media list.

“This is outrageous We can t :

have this guy questioning our
candidate.” :

“Why? He seems awfully
1gnorant when it comes to the
issues.” '

"The man sa closet Reagamte

more money in the last four -~ ¥
" years off of Reagan than_Bill
" Casey has made in the stock

'He wants the president in for -
four more years because he
thinks Reagan will provide him’

- with better columns than -+ -«
- Mondale. I heard him say on the

radio he has tp think of hlmself

*before his country.” - ?

" “If Fritz sees hlm on the panel

our candidate will lose all his

confidence and forget to biing uo f

: Medtcare, Beu'ut and the .

fairness issue.” ;
-“You have to watch out for the
liberals. They'll stxck it to their
own every time.”
“He’s a wimp, and if thereis

_ one thing we don’t want. Sunday

night it’s someone who will'ask .

“. Mondale where he stands on -
wimps in this campaign.”

“The big question we should
ask ourselves is, ‘Is this guy
better off today than he was four
years ago?” " R

“Are you l-uddmg? He s made 3

market.” kL
“Let’s tell the League of ‘
Women Voters if he sits down on’

" the panel, Fritz is going to.

church that night.” C
Well, that’s my big fantasy for .
this election year. Being . s
blackballed by not one but both

presidential candidates is every’

newspaper person’s ultimate .

re am T
) 1984 LoaAngeles T»mes Syndlcate - \(
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have strengthened Mr. McMahon's
position vis-a-vis Mr. Casey.

These are some of the passages
inthe continuing battle between the
Casey CIA and the McMahon CIA,
with permanent possession of the
trophy seemingly in the hands of
the CIA professionals, who have
also managed to prevent any sig-
nificant number of new Casey |
appointees from entering CIA |

A T2RJO) H VEA T armaments expenaitures, while
Ay @LD BEEC N outside experts%ave been correct.
' The CIA permanent staff has never
had a monopoly on wisdom.
" The continuing Casey-McMahon
. disagreement is based on hqw be§t :
" to implement Reagan policies via i
the CIA. The White House cndegvpr :
to push the CIA into a more activist
role via covert-action programs
- seems thus far to have been frus-
" trated. . .
For example, following Soviet

B i ir Lines | A _ .
’ 'dzs;r:ncgneo: (;)fltal;\eexci)rrlgaszgégmber ! and it is not certain how much influ-
. pas , :

1983. President Reagan is said to | : ence they have in the organization

E T . R . . I : today. . . .
" have ordered Mr. Casey to ;eta}hate ! Whether this situation would
against the U.S.S.R. by shipping a -

shippin, change in the event of Director
quantity of surface-to-air missiles Casey’s promised reapprintment
to the embattled Afghan

during a possible second Reagan
mujahideen bartling the then four-

rtling hen term remains to be seen. -
year-old Soviet invasion. Mr. One of the major reasons for this
McMahon succeeded in preventing

! bower accretion to the CIA old-boy
execution of the. proposal, arguing network is the formalization of con-
that it would be too difficult to ,

gressional oversight of the intelli-
accomplish, He may have been

' 4 Bence agency in.two select
right or wrong; whichever it was, .

) permanent committe€s of the Con- -
Mr. McMahon's view prevailed. gress. Dissenters within the CIA
Another example: Some 200

from Reagan-Casey covert action
Soviet soldiers are known to be proposals now have a forum where
either prisoners or deserters in the their dissent can be heard and
hands of Afghan resistance

debated inside the committees,
fighters. Mr. Casey proposed, with Instead of the usual hierarchical
President Reagan's support,

arrangements within a government
bringing to the United 8tates about department, there are now lateral
CIA staff connections with Con-
gress which has institutionalized
its constitutional power to oversee
the executive branch. Until the
mid-1970s, congressional oversight
of the CIA was informal. This fune-
tion was pretty much left in the
hands of ranking members of
senior congressional committees
who, themselves, in the good  old
Allen Dulles days, preferred not to !
probe too deeply into what the CIA
was doing. As a result of House and
Senate investigations in the
aftermath of Watergate, Congress
successfully asserted its ‘power
over the intelligence agency. ’

i

ranks. In fact, of five Casey execu-
tive appointees, only two remain

T FTT<he magnification of power
and influence of the CIA
career bureaucracy, repre- -

sented by John J.
McMahan, the CIA deputy director,
over President Reagan's personal
appointee, C1A Director William J.
Casey, is the untold story of the Rea-
Ban administration. It ig today a
matter of legitimate doubt among
highly informed observérs that
even President Reagan’s orders to

- the CIA to undertake covert oper-
ations could prevail over a
McMahon veto, '

- . conference. Such a move would
. have served two purposes:

- First, it would have relieved the:
Afghians of a burden. POWs are
generally a problem — what do you

To obtain confirmation or denial do with them? — in a guerrilla war
of the foregoing statements is characterized by hit-and-run tac-
impossible: understandably, tics. - ' o
because the CIA rarely discusses Second, such a prisoner show

. for publication the organization's with Red.Army soldiers telling

inner workings. However, persons their story to the world media
in a position to know and observe might have been a stunning blow i

- the CIA and who are free of organ- against Soviet imperial interests in |

. lzational inhibitions clearly believe Central Asia. Mr. McMahon vetoed
that the CIA career service has the idea and his veto stuck. Again,
. achieved a degree of power unpar- Mr. McMahon might have been

alleled in the intelligence agency’s right or wrong; whichever it was, : There are those, however, who

37-year existence. his view prevailed. _ L disagree with this analysis.
- Thereason for the disagreement ' ‘ They counter-argue that the
career bureaucrac y )
between Mr. Casey and thel The CIA. Y \ problem lies not with the congres-
‘ Mch;[]ahog ;areer _%Jreau‘cracy 18 * opposed from the outset the mining
- notthatthe Reagan-Casey ideasare ! of Nicaragua waters. Whatever
so off the wall that Mr. McMahon

e,

sional committees but with Direc-
tor Casey himself. The incumbent, -

and his aides must rescue CIA pro-
fessionalism from the. antics of
political appointees. CIA profes-
sional judgments have in the past
proven 'to be* misjudgments. CIA
analysts, it is now known, have over
‘theyearsbeen spectacularly wrong
in their underestimates of Soviet

plan-the McMahon forces finally
offered for interdicting military
supplies to Nicaragua fai]ed to QO
the job, so, as the saving goes in
Washington, it was *all onus and no |
bonus.” The congressional uproar '
as a result of the mining is said to °

has not exercised his own power to
the same degree as did Adm. Stan.
sfield Turner, President Carter’s
CIA director, who, as one observer
said, “whether you agreed with him
or niot, ran the CIA"

Watergate, the Nixon resignation :

' “and the short-lived Ford adminis- |
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DIRECTOR ‘WILLIAK :CASEY 3
CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY :
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THIS IS8 COPY -Of‘ ‘MAILGRAM SENT 'TO THE PRESIDENT OF ABC NEWS, NE'n"'tr'iDVRK,
NEW YORK: ' -t .

GENTLEKEK:

THIS IS TO REFUTE 'PREVIOUS BROARDCASTS BY ABC AP AND UPI AND OTHER

NEWS STORIES REGARDING THE CIA ASSINATION PLOT AGAINST RON REWALD, I°
"IRREVOKABLY DENY ANY .INVOLVEMENT AT ANY TIME WITH THE CIA AND.I

REFUTE ALL STORIES THAT HAVE RECENTLY COME OUT. IN ADDITION I ALSD

"DENY AND REFUTE PREVIOUS STORIES OF MY INVOLVEMENT WITH THE CIA ON

ANY AND ALL ASSINATION PLOTS AND ALLEGATIONS OF THIS NATURE, I CONCUR
WITH DIRECTOR WILLIARM CASEY ON THIS ENTIRE MATTER.,
SINCERELY
SCOTT T BARNES
19:23 EST

MGMCOMP
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Nomination on Back Burner !

' 0 ne loser in the congressnonal

shuffle was the CIA’s chief

'counsel Stanley Sporkin, whose

nomination for a_judgeship-on U.S.

District Court here never made it
‘o Senate hearings. The nomination

was sent back to White House until
after the presidential elections.
It seems thzt Sporkin, former top

‘enforcer for the Securities and Ex-

change Commission, made some
enemies in the business community,
reports ' correspondent - Philip
Smith. Some conservative senators
didn’t think Sporkin leaned - far
enough to the right and others did_

not appreciate the arm-twisting be- E
ing done by CIA Director William

Casey on Sporkin’ s behalf. -

100010003-3
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The F mt-?erm Cast Would Pméaéiy
H '

In the days when Ronald Reagan was
typecast as a B-movie actor, Hollywood
followed a simple casting formula that

Reagan never forgot. .

The formula, which saved time and cre-
ative thought, was to make a sequel of any .
commercially successful movie, preferably.-.
using the same cast, Reagan and many .
others wound up in some real clunkers -
that way, including four films in which he ™
improbable Secret Serwce

played an
agent named Brass Bancroft.
In real life, Reagan has stuck to the

same basic script since he first ran for
governor of California in 1966. Aspxrmg to \
be a two-term president, he is still running -
against government and its supposed '
waste, fraud and abuse. Over the years,.
his supporting cast has changed from time .
to time but has always included a trusted -
«and identifiable cadre from Reagan’s for— '

mative years as governor.,

In the absence of specifics from the .
White House, Reagan’s habits of sticking ~
to old scripts and the same team provide -
the most useful clues to what is likely to-

happen in a second term.

In the first term, with no one making a .
point of it, some of the new crowd became

a part of the old. Within the White House,
chief of staff James A. Baker III and Rea-

"gan's closest aide, deputy chief of staff

Michael K. Deaver, formed a firm alliance
that ultimately disposed of all rivals, By all
accounts, Reagan is now comfortable with

Baker, who once managed the presidential
campaigns of Gerald R, Ford and George. -

Bush, and with most of the people Baker
_has brought on board.

- There are right-wingers orgamzmg
against Baker, a chief of staff they regard

with about as much affection as they do
_Soviet Foreign. Minister Andrei A, Gro- =
myko. Their opposition isn’t likely to sway -
Reagan, who understandably resents the ~
suggestion that he is the captive of a lib-

eral cabal,

By any normal definition, the struggle
within the Reagan administration has been
between conservatives who differ on pro-
cess rather than on goals. Reagan recog-
nized as much two years ago, during a pe-

lay in Ehe §ee§uel

Lou Cannon

Ideology asxde, the conventlona! “wisdom .

'L"m Washington is that- Reagan, if reelected, '

“would have-a short “window of opportu-

“nity” to accomplish something in the hon-+

eymoon phase of a second term and a
large “window of vulnerability” thereafter. .

_He would be a lame duck at the moment of

reelection. His chances for political suc-
cess would diminish as mid-term elections

; approached and could vanish if economlc '
 recession replaced economic recovery..

. This argument that Reagan must strike

' quxckly is also an argument against a new..

‘cast. Keeping Baker and his team, with .
their experience and political skiils, would

_enable Reagan to avoid on-the-job training .

in the honeymoon phase and be quick off °

the mark in dealing with Congress. This
_',_ argument is likely to be even more appeal- _-
.ing if Deaver, chairman of the shadow in-~

augiiral committee, decides that it is final--

Iy time for him to take a more lucrative job

outside the White House. -

Nor are large changes foreseen in a

* Cabinet that, with a few conspicuous ex-

_ceptions, has earned a reputation for me-
. diocrity. Reagan is not one to emulate the -

example of Richard M. Nixon and ask for

. everyone's resignation so he can shufﬂe

e e MR e e e s s e

the political deck.
In large measure, it is the cast that de-

- termines the performance. Keeping Baker -

would be an augury of budget.compro-:-
mise, Keeping Defense Secretary Caspar, |
W. Weinberger, who can probably stay as °
long as he wants, is a sign that arms-con-

_trol agreements with the Soviet Union will

not come easily in a second term, Keeping
William J. Casey as CIA director, as Rea-
gan has promised to do, and U.N. Ambas-

sador Jeane I. Kirkpatrick in a high-level :
post, a8 Reagan desires, are signs that he |

“will_not_abandon_his_goals_in_Central !

Amenca

riod of White House feudiapprdwediEor Releasuozeomoﬂm ne@tﬁs:RbRQSmOQ
. crete, partly because Reagan is too super-
- stitious and too prudent to focus on a sec-.

cracked that his administration was one

where “the right hand doesn’t know what
tha farcrierht hamd te Amimey 7

.-ond term he has yet to win. In deference,
White House and campaign aides ritually
warn each other not to become overcon-

.+ fident. After a rare prediction of victory at
" a Gulfport, Miss., rally last' week, the ';

president returned the next day to his bro- °
mide that “President Dewey warned me K

e not to get overconfident.” -
Behind the scenes, however, the stars

__and bit players of the first term are cast-
ing for the sequel at the White House. If -
Reagan wins, it's likely that you'll recog-

nize both the plot and the players

[ 2 L
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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR ™

Politicization of the CI4A

Is the CIA being politicized?

Bob Woodward [“Aides Dispute
CIA’s ‘Near-Destruction’,” Sept. 28]
quoted CIA Director William J. Casey
as saying in a letter to Sen. Danje] Pa-

than alter an intelligence estimate to
meet Mr. Casey’s demand that the esti-
mate support administration policy, -
Sen. Moynihan and Sen. Barry
Goldwater have joined forces to intro-

duce legislation that would require .
that future CIA directors and deputy
directors be intelligence professionals.
This is an excellent move, The two

- Senators should go further. They
should iimmediately call in Mr. Casey
and ask him about Mr. Horton's accu- .
sation. We may find the wrong ‘man

resigned, S
) CHARLES TABER

trick Moynihan, “You have my assur-
ance that I will not tolerate any at-
tempt to ‘politicize the agency or its
work, or use-the fact of jts revitaliza- .
tion for partisan political pirrposes,”
Elsewhere in The Post on Sept. 28,
Joanne Omang ["Analyst Says He Quit -
CIA When Casey Altered his Report to
Support Policy”] reports that CIA’s .
- highly respected top Latin American .
analyst, John Horton, resigned rather Chevy Chase

: o | | .
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707 Unethical Individuals’

Gelorado’s Schroeder Issues a ‘Hit Lis

Hardly a week goes by in the Capitol
during which someone doesn’t conjure
up a poiitical “*hit list”’ of some kind,
either to embarrass or revenge someone
or something. Likewise, allegations
about personal wrongdoing or un-
ethical conduct are flung about with
such abandon as to leave barely a soul
uniouched. That’s life in Washington,
and most folks just ignore it for what it
normally is: otherwise unoccupied
‘minds attached to restless tongues.

But recently Rep. Patricia Schroeder
(D.-Colo.) issued a political hit list that
has established a new standard of non-
sense for this type of soap-box thump-
ing. '

In a written statement presented to.
the Subcommittee on. Human]|
Resources and its chairman, Rep.:
Donald Albosta (D.-Mich.), Schroeder
issued a list of ‘101 -unethical indi-
viduals in the Reagan Administration’’.
and their misdeeds. The supposed. pur-
pose of the testimony was to support
strengthening the Ethics.in Govern-
ment Act, now being considered by the
subcommittee. Even. those -stumbling
around in the thick partisan fog of
Washington will see that missing step in
the staircase, however. 7

The documents dispenses with pre-
" tense quickly when in the first para-
graph' the liberal Democrat from

Denver observes that *‘...more and
more disciosures that top Administra-
tion officials have run afoul of ethical
restrictions have filled the news:”
papers.”’ o -
While still in the introduction, she .
plugs the proposed changes by noting,
"““Today, in the face of the ‘Debategate’
scandal and the questionable ethical
practices by many Reagan appointees,
it is necessary to once again strengthen
the ethics law."”’ -
Elsewhere in the statement, the
former attorney footnote§ the source !
for her 10! indictments:

6 October 1984

By MIKE STALLARD

The allegations described come from |

newspaper reports.’”

Some of the congresswoman's
charges look more like items suited for
‘“‘People’'s Court,”” rather than con-’
gressional testimony. L

Schrocder bends credibility to the
breaking point when she goes after a
few well-aired cases where she refures'|
by allegation the findings of official |
government investigators, the FBI, and
others. She finds guiity, in spite of all :
evidence to the- contrary, people who
have already paid dearly in good name.

¥k X X X X X ¥ %

*“These

charges involve instances of crimipql
wrongdoing, abuse of power and privi-

lege, and improper behavior by offi-

cials in the Reagan Administration.

ALY

400010003-3

i5

“Max Hugel...CIA, allegedly;ﬂ.‘jﬁ
fraudulent stock dealing....”” Yet
~never formally charged with anything .

- since he left the government in 1981.

[Editor’s note: On September 26, Hugel

-. was awarded a $980,000 defamation

judgment against the two men who
made the original 1981 allegations.] ,

Schroeder attacks CIA Director '
‘William J. Casey with special fury. On '
the first page of her tale of sin she
claims that” the chief spook is the :
‘“‘unquestioned champicn of ethical .
wrongdoing in this, or probably any,
Administration.”’

Good grief! One scarcely knows
where to begin with that one. You mean -
poor ol’ Bill is worse, say, than Bobby °
Baker (or, for that matter, his boss)?

The main evidence of his depravity,”
according to the congresswoman, is
that he *“...failed to list more than
$250,000 in investment, $500,000 in
liabilities, names of 70 legal clients,
four civil suits against him, and a num-
ber of corporations and foundations on _
whose boards he served on his financial
disclosure forms.” (Emphasis added.)

There’s more. *“Mr. Casey has also .
been accused of perjury in connection
with his denial of involvement in steal-
ing the briefing books. . ..’* This clever
twist is added in spite of a recent con-
gressional report, thicker than War and '
Peace and costing basketsful of money,
that proved absolutely nothing except :
that if wishes were horses, Mrs. .
Schroeder and her buddies would own a |
stable.

*¥ ¥ O ¥ X X ¥ ¥ *

EXCERPTED
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Standing tall in Congress

The people of western Massachusetts who
sent Edward P. Boland to Congress ought to be
proud. Boland stood tall yesterday for princi-
ple in American foreign policy, refusing to’
knuckle under to Administration pressure to
authorize continued funding for the CIA's il-
legal war against Nicaragua.

:ij The

{eetrying to reach: ‘agreement-on’a” half-trt
Itdn—doﬂa: continumg r&olution 5:for fisca

“TestricHve: 1anguage w
Bolar:d said. . ‘.K(_e are niot; ‘going.. to And the

Senate ought. to understand that.!.h:
It was the same unﬂamboyant but tough

tee, that CIA operations against Nicaragua
had passed the bounds of reason, decency and
law. .

“covert’’ war was the last sticking-
point in the. House—Senate conference commit-,

"'a t‘h& Senate pos

APPfgpf roved For Releageé@@%éﬂﬁfsgm RDP91-00901R(00400010003-3

Boland is a strong backer of the intelli-

gence agencies when they confine their activi-

ties to intelligence-gathering. He also initially
favored clandestine operations inside Nicara-
gua when they were portrayed as efforts to in-
terdict “arms traffic" to El Salvador.  But
when it became evident that the contra merce-
nary army organized by CIA Director William

Casey was really attempting to overthrow the |’
; gqvernment of'a sovereign state, in contraven-
sztion of infernational law and the US Constxtu-

txon;*}]ebalked e SHR et s am Lo

is ,roduced the Boland"amendment
which,.has,;.‘passed the Houce folr timmés ’butz
failed rifl: MSenate It i$ 1oophole-f'ree 1At

guage. deSugned t6 bar the channehng‘ of any.

funds thiough the CIA gr any, Sther govern-f

position Boland has “taken for nearly two ;:_:,’-ment‘agency to continue the war.,

.years — since he came to the conclusion as; -

» . <The struggle resumes on Tueeday Backed‘
chairman of the House Intelligence Commit-"

.by Speaker O'Neill, the Massachusetts delega-
“tion and principled congressmen of both par-
ties, Boland can be expected to contmue to”

stand tall by standing fast.
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Polities

Amid last week’s argument about
whether the Central Intelligence Agency

had been gutted by the Carter administra-

tion, a former CIA intelligence analyst

. complained that one of his reports had been
doctored to suit the political aims of the |

agency’s present director, William Casey.

That'’s a serious charge, and it merits
careful investigation.

The analyst, John Horton, resxgned last
May as a Latin American specialist for the
National Intelligence Council, which co-
ordinates the drafting of intelligence eval-
uations from the CIA, FBI, National
Security Agency, State Department, De-

fense Intelligence Agt_ancy and intelligence |

units of the various armed forces. The
council is headed by Casey.

Horton, who spent nearly 30 years
with the CIA, had prepared a detailed
analysis of conditions in Mexico. Casey re-
turned it, Horton said, “because he want-
ed it to come out a certain way .

Shouldn’t Taint the CIA%s

. . There |

was constant pressure on me to redo it

. I refused to do it, so he finally had the °

.thmg rewritten over my dead body, so to
speak.” And Horton quit.
One speculation was that Casey want- |

1

STAT
10003-3

al intelligence committees to examine po-
litical influence on intelligence gathering.
And Congress should seriously consid-
er adopting legislation introduced last
week by Sens. Barry Goldwater (R-Ariz.)
and Daniel Patrick Moynihan (D-N.Y.). It
would require that future CIA directors
and deputy directors be chosen from
among career civilian or military* intelli-
gence personnel — thus precluding politi-
cal appointments. While that's not a

guarantee agamst politically motivated .

analyses, it should help reduce the temp-
taticn to doctoir data. .

S
Amalyses

ed the report to provide a more alarmist |
view so the White House would lean hard- .
er on Mexico to bring its policies on Cen- !

tral America closer to Washington's. "

If that was Casey’s plan, it apparently
didn’t work. In any case, tinkering with -

intelligence analyses for political reasons

taints the information that is supposed to

form the factual basis for policy decisions.
Earlier, another former CIA erfiployee
accused Casey of slanting intelligence in-
formation to support administration poli-
cies in Central America. - _
It's not .easy to prove or disprove
charges like these because most of the rel-

‘evant information is classified. But the po- |
tential damage to this country’s security -
from ineffective or even counterproductive

policies adopted on the basis of slanted
analyses should persuade the congression-
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Letters

Blaming U.S. first }

It is 1984, and Silly Think is |
abroad in theland. Arthur W. Stier’s
letter of Sept. 10 puts the Soviets in
second place to the U.S. in matters
of disinformation. This is another
example of support for that outra-
geous postulation that President
Reagan, Secretary George Shultz,
Secretary Caspar Weinberger, CIA
Director William Casey, NASAan
flie Korean Alrlines all conspired.
‘together to risk the lives of a
‘planeload of innocent, unknowing !
people so as to obtain intelligence
information which we already have
or are capable of getting by other
means.

It brings to mind Ambassador
Jeane Kirkpatrick's speech before
the convention: “But they always .
blame America first”

J.M. JOYNER
Saratoga, Calif.
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“We're Always Believed In Your I ntegrity, Ray — Right, Boys?”’
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the President = -

By Robert Healy ™~
Globe Staff . - - ... L .
WASHINGTON - Last vear in Bal Harbour., Fla.,
where the AFL-CIO executive committee met with
Democratic candidates for President, a ramp group

- led by Teddy Gleason of the East

REWS Coast longshoremen's union, held a

AHALYSIS dinner for Labor Secretary Ray-

mond J. Donovan. There, Donovan

bowed to the plaudits of the labor crowd and made
a speech about the trials he had undergone and the
problems they had caused him and his family, *
A White House alde, told a few days later that

Donovan was talking freely of his problems, said:

“If Ray had any brains, he would save the Presi-
dent a great deal of embarrassment and resign."
Last night that embarrassment was placed at
the doorstep of the White House with the an-
nouncement of Donovan's indictment on charges

of grand larceny and maintaining false records - .

when he was head of a construction company. He
said last night that President Ronald Reagan had
granted him a leave of absence until the matter
has been resolved.

Donovan will be asked to surrender at
the Bronx County Courthouse in New
York for arraignment today, just five
weeks before Reagan stands for re-elec-
tion Nov. 6. .

In addition to being embarrassing for

-Reagan, Donovan's {ndictment alsa
raises questions about the process in-.
volved in using independent federal pros-
‘ecutor?. Such a prosecutor, Leon Silver-
man. investigated allegations against
the Labor Secretary ing1982 andgtwice i
concluded that there was no.;"credible !
evidence” for charges to be filed. ;
Democratic sources said last night |
. that the indictment might “cast a cloud"
| over the investigation into 11 allegations
against Edwin Meese 3d, Reagan’s coun-
selor, whose nomination for Attorney |
Gter[neral has been stalled before the Sen-
ate!
On Sept. 20, after a five-month inqui-
Ty into Meese's dealings, another inde-
pendent investigator, Jacob A. Stein. |
found no basis for bringing any criminal
charges. Some of the allegations against
Meese stemmed from the fact that he had
financial dealings' with people who re-

i

BOSTON GLOBE
2 October 1984

FILE ONLY -

While Stein found no basis for pros- |
ecution, he said his mandate did not per-
mit him to evalulate Meese's fitness on
ethical grounds to serve as Attorney Gen-

" eral. .

An even larger problem for Reagan is |
that with only five weeks to go in the
campaign, Donovan’'s indictment raises
the so-called ‘'sleaze’ issue anew: the
term refers to the forced resignations of a
number of top people in the Administra-

Those include deputy defense secre- :
tary Paul Thayer, who left office after an
apparent conflict-of-interest case; about .
20 of the top officidls in the Environmen-
tal Protection Agency who were forced to
resign or were dismissed in a scandal in-
volving the use of the Superfund cleanup
program, and Richard Allen, who re-
signed as national security adviser after
taking gifts from people for whom he ar-
ranged White House access.

None of these scandals has touched
the President himself, and he has not,
been implicated in any of them. And na-'
“tional polls show they have not led to
-any lack of public confidence in the way
he or his appointees have conducted the
Administration’s business. Partly as a:
result of this, and partly because his own f
misstatements do not seem to hurt his
appeal, his political oppdnents have la-
beled his the “Teflon presidency.” :

The Donovan episode might well spur
the Democrats to renew their attacks,

however, and bring up other potential
embarrassments for the Administration
- including Max Hugel, who was forced
out of a ClA appointment after allega- |
tions of improper stock transactions.
and CIA director Willlam Casey, whose |
personal finances Democrats _have re- -
peatedly questioned because he invested
in_areas cover 1A reports.

It might also work for the Democrats ™~
in the so-called “fitness™ issue, whether
Reagan is in touch with what is going on

" in'the Administration.

In light of thethird bombing of US fa-
cilities in Lebanon, for which the Presi-
dent has been catching considerable
heat from Walter F. Mondale, the Dono-
van issue is something the Administra-.
tion did not need politically.

It is a problem as old as this Adminis-
tration and does not seem to go away.

ceived federal 'hile ~
White House, amd MURIVY. For Réfase 2006/01/17 : CIA-RDP21-00901R000400010003-3

disclose on his financial form
' S a
' $15,000, interest-free loan to his wife.
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Don’t Blame Me

ON PAG

Kitchen Remodelling and Other Excuses

Chicago,

E HAVE just seen why the

l\lv president’s keepers wave off
questions, curtail pPress sessions
and simply refuse to call press
conferences. Given a serious mat-
ter to talk about, Ronald Reagan

‘will — under questioning — say

things silly or false or both,

The serious matter was the -

death of Americans in Lebanon

By Garry Wills

who were under his care and were
not protected, despite ample ad-

* vance warning that they were tar-

gets. The president’s first remark

~was to claim that anyone who

remodels a kitchen knows it is
hard to get the task finished on
time,

What would we say of his own
Secret Service protectors if they
left the president’s life exposed,
and afterward adopted the kitch.
en-remodeling defense? The mere
likening of their task to such a ca-
sual effort, with its incidental an-
noyances, would show they had no
worthy conception of their duty.

Is the president less duty-
bound to protect citizens he has
committed to a dangerous situa-
tion than are the guards who sur-
round him? Other lives become
kitchen appliances to a man who
had already lost, prior to this last
bombing, 276 American lives in
combat areas. When does he begin
to realize that a battle zone is not
a leaking faucet?

The president’s next comment
on the matter was even worse.
The reporters were sealed off from
him, but a college student got to
him with a question, and he said
that American lives were lost be-
cause his predecessors of “recent
years” were guilty of “destruction
of our intelligence capacity” be-
cause they felt that “spying is
somehow dishonest.” )

Where does one begin to ana-
lyze an assertion so breathtaking-

ly false whe,e it is F%Ot Igé?legggtioo

Approved For Rele

Don’t blame me, the president
said; blame the nameless men who
betrayed their high trust before I
arrived. His aides went drearily
about their customary task after
he has slipped their controls' —
denying as much as they could of
the statement, altering the rest,
spreading its meaning, hoping to
make it meaningless so no one
would notice how McCarthyite
the meaning of it is.

The argument was irrelevant
because Mr. Reagan said it is the
job of intelligence “to know in ad.
vance what the target might be.”
Everyone knew who the target
was — not might be — in Leba-
non. There was no failure of intel-
ligence, just repeated failures of
protection. g

No one in authority ever acted
on the view that “spying is dis-
honest.” Some abuses were criti-

. cized, though only partly amend-

ed, as the result of a Republican
administration’s study under Ger-
ald Ford. Some reduction of the
CIA was made possible — indeed,
necessary — by the ending of the
Vietnam War, ]

But the destruction of the CIA
is going forward now in°ways that
did not occur even under Richard
Nixon. Nixon kept demanding
from the CIA and FBI intelligence

estimates that reflected his views

rather than independent observa-
tion — for example, that demon-
strations in America were being
funded from abroad. The agencies
resisted that pressure.

-Mr. Reagan asserts the same
thing Nixon did, with no better

evidence, and pays no attention to |

the agencies on this matter. He

has Mr. Casey to do that — who |

has driven out two top analysts al-
ready because they would not
make their findings reflect a prior
policy commitment emanating
from the White House. Those are

. the pressures that undermine the

.

independence, accuracy and ef-
ficacy of intelligence units; and
they have never been stronger
than under a man who, in coward-
ly manner, calls his predecessors

fstrtry EpRIDIY190901R000400010003-3
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Shuliz Hits
Seeurity
Criticism

Embassy Bombing |
Issue Still Dogging: |
Administration

By John M. Goshko

I
Washington Post Staff Writer . )
Secretary of State George P. f
Shultz yesterday took angry excep- |
tion to the idea that “somebody’s '
head has to roll” for the Sept. 20
bombing of the U.S. Embassy annex:
in Beirut, saying, “I'm willing to
have it be my head anytime anyone
wants.” .
Shultz, who is noted for a normal-
lv softspoken and even-temnpered
manner, reacted with uncharacter-
istic emotion as questions about
whether there was lax security- at |
the embassy continued to dog the
Reagan administration.
Democratic presidential nominee
Walter F, Mondale charged yester-
day that President Reagan, despite
his denials, had tried to put the
blame on past administrations for
allegedly weakening the CIA’s abil-
ity to collect intelligence.
“Presidential leadership means |
being accountable for events that
occur on your watch,” Mondale said
in his weekly paid radio speech.
“There was not a failure of Amer-
ican intelligence; there was a failure
to use it wisely,”
Shultz became visibly upset when
_ questioned on “This Week With Da-
vid Brinkley” (ABC, WILA) about
how terrorists had been been able
to carry out their third major attack
against Americans in Lebanon with-
in 17 months. He replied sharply:
“There is somehow this notion
that in response to this, somebody's |
head has to roll. Well maybe so.
And I'm willing to have it be my ;
head anytime anyone wants ., ...
certainly feel responsible. Absolute-

|
{

very seriously,

ly. And T teke that renppmeihiéid For Re|&%I§B“EG06¥‘W1‘?“£?G1A¢RDP@4—-90901Roqeemoﬂe

——

WASHINGTON POST
1 October 1984

“Just you listen to me now—I feel
so strongly about this,” he said
when questioners tried to interrupt.
+The people out there in Beirug are
serving our country in a risky en-
vironment . . . and they are doing
everything possible to improve
their security and it's up to us to
help them . ...

“There is an investigation . . . .If
there was negligence, we’ll find it.

But we're not in this investigation -

business to see if we can knock
somebody’s head off. Our purpose is
to find out what additional we can
do to enhance the security of our
embassies. That’s the bull on which
we need to keep our eye.”

Shultz’s testy exchange with his
interviewers followed a week in
which the Beirut bombing has be-
come a subject of increasingly par-
tisan exchanges between Republi-
cans and Democrats.

At one point, Reagan appeared to
be blaming former president Jimmy
Carter’'s administration for alleg-
edly weakening the CIA. But after
demurrers from CIA Director Wil-

liam ], Casey and Vice President
Bush, who headéd the agency in the
mid-1970s, the administration said
Reagan’s remark had Been misin-
terpreted, and Reagan called Carter

Mondale yesterday called the
idea that previous administrations
were to blame “false, misguided and
dangerous. It is not true that the
CIA was weakened during the late
1970s, as Mr. Reagan's own vice
president and CIA director have
admitted.”

“It is reckless to announce that
American intelligence is so weak
that we cannot protect ourselves

| from terrorists,” said Mondale, who

was Carter’s vice president. “That
invites further assaults, It jeopar-
dizes the security of our personnel
and installations abroad.”

Bush, at a news conference in

‘ Parma, Ohio, yesterday, said Rea-

gan would “probably” take respon-
sibility for the bombing, if neces-
sary, but added that such terrorist
attacks are “extraordinarily difficult
to guard against,” United Press In-

-ternational reported. .
In addition to the injection of the

bombing issue into the presidential

hnd 14
tions that groups within the admin- STAT

. istration. are trving to extricate

themselves from suspicion of laxity
by shifting the blame to rival agen-
cies,

Some State Department officinls
said, that might have been a factor

| in prompting Shultz’s angry re-

marks. _ .
-Depariment officials are known

*to be particularly incensed at the

I - - . -

{
leak to the press, immediately after
the bombing, of a Defense Intelii-
gence Agency report citing security
deficiencies at the embassy annex.
State Department officials said pri-
vately that the report contained no
information of which they were un-
aware and added that, although it
had been completed two weeks be-
fore the bombing, they had been
unable to obtain a copy from the
DIA.

As a result, many department
officials are known to feel that the
leak was an attempt by elements
within the Defense Department,
and possibly the CIA, to make it
appear that the blame rests solely
with the State Department and em-
bassy personnel in Beirut.

Shultz, in his remarks yesterday,
pointedly called the U.S. ambassa-
dor there, Reginald Bartholomew,
“a hero.” The secretary said Bar-
tholomew had “come close to get-
ting killed three times.”

In response to questions about
Reagan’s meeting Friday with So-
viet Foreign Minister Andrei A.
Gromyko, Shultz reiterated the ad-
ministration’s contention that the
meeting had resulted in an impor-
tant agreement “to keep in touch
... carefully and systematically
through diplomatic channels.” As a
result, Shultz added, “we hope we
can negotiate out some important
things” like a resumption of arms
control talks in the months ahead. *

Shultz dismissed as “just non-
sense” a Washington Post articie
vesterday that said the White
House had kept arrangements for
Gromyko's visit secret to prevent
the Defense Department from tor-
pedoing the meeting. “The Defense
Departiment was completely  in-
volved in the preparations,” he said,
although he acknowledged that in
the early planning stages “the pres-
00303himself and a few
other people.”

Continued
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quired to be able to gather intelligence

swiftly and accurately about the ac-

tivities of potentially hostile nations or
groups abroad.

Yet intelligence-gathering activities
have their limitations: Security for US in-
stallations overseas must go well beyond
the collection of information. In areas of
risk, such as Lebanon and other nations
of the Mideast, adequate security should
include properly trained armed guards,
such as US marines, and sturdy gates and
other barriers capable of keeping bomb-
laden trucks out of embassy grounds.

In the Mideast the general threat to US
facilities and individual Americans is
both public and self-evident. No intelli-
gence-gathering capacity is necessary to
know that.

What is required are much stronger se-
curity measures than had been taken to
protect the now-bombed annex ta the US
Embassy in east Beirut. )

1t was unhelpful for the Reagan admin-
istration to insinuate that the responsibil-
ity for the bombing lay with past, Demo-
cratically controlled Congresses and
presidential administrations — with presi-
dential aides evidently pointing to the
Carter administration — on grounds that
they had trimmed the CIA’s intelligence-
gathering activities. The potential of
threat to the embassy annex was well
known: it needed security, not intelligence
gathering.

The American public has already made
up its mind as to responsibility in Leba-
non. A Harris survey taken after the
bombing found a nearly 4-to-1 majority

IN today's world the United States is re-

e CHRISTIAN SCIENCE MONITOR
T 1 October 1984

saying the attack was a serious setback |

for the US, with a 3-to-1 majority calling
the administration policy in Lebanon a
failure.

The administration's loose rhetoric on
the question of embassy security is unfor-
tunate. It cannot be permitted to embitter
the bipartisan context for intelligence ac-
tivities.

Intelligence gathering, like effective

foreign policy in general, requires biparti- !

san support if it is to have the long-term
backing, in and out of government, neces-
sary for a good job to be performed. The
president, whoever is in office, must have
sound, accurate, and up-to-date informa-
tion about many areas of the globe.

That is why it is disturbing to learn of

the controversy involving the accuracy of !
a CIA report on Mexico. According to
printed reports, the analyst who prepared

it resigned in protest after having been

told by the CIA director, William Casey, -

to revise his report so that it provided
support for the administration’s Latin
America policy. If the printed stories are
accurate, the evidence in effect was to be
altered to fit a predetermined conclusion.

That is precisely what the role of intel-
ligence gathering should not be. Rather, it
should produce the raw material on which
policy is based. The success of American
foreign policy depends, in part. on the ac-
curacy of the intelligence and analyses
upon which it is based. _

To say the least, it would be exquisitely

difficult to base a successful policy on in-

formation tailored, for whatever reason,
to what someone thinks national leaders
want to hear.
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; :'President Re’agah is trying to blame the

bombing of the U.S. embassy annex in Beirut orf
damage he says was done to American intelli-;

- gence agencies during the Carter administra-.
. tion.” He's wrong in so many ways it isn’t easy-
~'to sort them all out. : i
-.- First, the attack on the annex in Beirut did
;not “come without warning. American intelli-
-gence had picked up signs of trouble brewing.
“and had passed them on. Maybe not the license’
: number of the bomb-laden vehicle or the precise

time of day the attack would come, but it didl

-not take a superspy to suspect that-if the'

terrorists struck they might do it the way theK-
had twice before since President Reagan took.

~ office. -

Within days of the bombing of a U.S. Senate.
corridor last fall, barricades designed to stop.
car bombers were installed at the White House,

~the Capitol, the U.S. mission at the United:
-Nations in New York and at other government
-facilities around the world. It falls to Mr..

Reagan—not Mr, Carter, Lyndon Johnson or'

‘Grover Cleveland—to explain why something
. like that was not in place in Beirut. -

Perhaps the warnings of danger .were not

~acted upon because intelligence agencies
~ today—as they have since man first began to-

spy—too often cry wolf. But if there was a

- failure of intelligence here, it was not for want:
of eyes. Brainpower and judgment maybe, but’ .
" not eyes. o = R

Then there is Mr. Reagan’s curious- idea of

- history. The intelligence agencies did go-

CHICAGO TRIRUNE
1 October 1984

" that finally
If President Reagan wants to look for intelli- |

‘through a disasfrorm périod, buf_you can't say it

‘was limited to the Carter administration. Nor-

can you blame it selely on Democrats.

. .Sure, former President Carter must take re--

sponsibility for the demoralization of the Cen-
iral Intelligence Agency under Admiral Stans-
field Turner. It was the lowest point in the
agency’s 37 years of service. ' ‘

‘But this was only the culmination of a long
pprocess. The intelligence agencies were victims
-of post-Watergate skepticism and their. own
failures, over* decades, to subject their conduct
to the applicable legal rules.” For decades the
agencies

no force,

, ad operated in a dream voorld in-
which they thought law and public opinion had.

A failure of brains, not eyes

" They learned otherwise, and it damaged U.S. .

intelligence capacities. If any single president is
to bear a dislpro ortionate part of the blame for
this, it would-be Richard Nixon, not Jimmy

«Carter. It was the Nixon administration’s exten-

rinciples of deceit and lawlessness
rought the whole thing down.

sion of the

gence failures, he ought to be worrying about

more recent problems—the repeal of rules de-

signed to keep intelligence activities in line with
what the American public and legal order can
tolerate, and CIA Director William Casey’s
‘habit- of rewriting agency analyses to fit the

-White House’s ideological preconceptions. It is
President Reagan’s intelligence network. He is
responsible for it, just as he is responsible for:;

‘whatever went wrong in Beirut.
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The Honorable William Casey 84- 9151
Director STAT
Central Intelligence Agency
Washington, D. C. 20505

Dear Bill:

It's just a matter of days now; until this Congress is ended and, with
it, so will end my Chairmanship of the Intelligence Committee.

I just wanted to take these few minutes to tell you how very much I have
enjoyed working with you and, at times, for you. I'm a tremendous
believer in intelligence but I am an old fashioned person; I don't
believe intelligence is the property of just anybody who comes along.
I'd like to see intelligence in our country be the property of the
intelligence commmity and the President of the United States, the Joint
Chiefs, the National Security Council and the Congress only, I repeat,
only, when it is needed.

e I don't think I will get to see that. I've argued for it but to no

avaié. I'm afraid both committees, the House and the Senate, have now

so Spoiled the members that they think they're entitled to every little
bit of information. I think that will explain to you why I never have
come out to the CIA to harass you or to talk with you or to talk to the

_— people under you. I've always felt that it's your property, the intelligence
family's property, and not mine. 4

I have enjoyed being with you. I think you've done a heck of a good job
and you've certainly brought the intelligence group a long way up the

" road that the Church committee darned near destroyed you on. Through
you, will you please give my thanks to all of those people who work
under you, with you and for you and for all of us, for the great job
they are doing.

I appreciate it as an American citizen, not just as a United States
Senator.

With a ood wishes to you,

Barry Goldwafer
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The two Rea

gans

(and one vote for Mondale)

ASHINGTON — For four °
years we have had a Presi-’

dent who has on occasion

- risen to heights of leadership, oratory
—and- inspiration and_as often sunk to”
being a talking department-store duni-~
my on casters — wheeled around by

clever, manipulative - image-makers
who tell him-what to say. ) )

Roll him into a McDonald’s for a

campaign shot: “What am 1 supposed

to order?” the President of the United °

States asks. .

The question voters face on Tues- |.

day is which of these two men Ronald
Reagan is likely to be for the next
four years: The strong, inspiring lead-
er who claims to have brought Amer-
ica hack together again or-the bewil--
dered figurehead who needs some-
body at his side to whisper, “Big Mac,
sir”? :

Ronald Reagan has many virtues:
He led an assault on social programs
that had run amok. He made even
liberals like Walter Mondale question

 basic assumptions about bureaucra
tized do-goodism, financed by taxes on

the middle class. He forced down |
inflation by throwing millions of peo. |

ple out of work.

He nas made America seem a

stable, predictable place where for
eigners can safely invest their money
— thus subsidizing his unprecedented

national deficils, He has been an
amiable, colorful, humorous, likable
national leader. .
But there have also been moments
of .guiet horror — in press confer
_ences in the East Room ‘of
the White House, during the™
televised dehatles with Mon-
dale -- when this 73-year-
old man has teetered pre
cariously on the outer edge
of his intellect as he strug-
gled with a question. I have °
heen there; every heart in
the room stops as you watch =~
_ your President wobble on
the brink of intellectual dis-
integration, a blank ook in
his eyes and ‘incoherent
words on his lips. .
11 is impossible to pre- . —- .
dict how Reagan will hold )
up over the next four years, how hard
he will do his homework, how much
“effort he will put into the dirty work

-~

Lars-Erik

- Nelson

of -running the

evidence points to lots of smiles and
waves, :

Who, then, will do the thinking for
him? Who will be around him ‘to

whisper “Big Mac, sir”? They are an .

undistinguished, even ¢ynical lot.

Vice President George Bush has,.

for all his other qualitiés, reduced the
level of American political discourse

to the writing on a men’s room wall, : : -
0 £ ' mains stuck in Lebanon.

©_.Treasury Secretary Donald Regan

Bush’s idea of advising the President
is: “You're absolutely right, sir.”
Secretary of Defense
Caspar - Weinberger is . the
lawyer—_for_ the _military.
Whatever the
wants, he argues its case,
“then takes it to Reagan to
sell it. These people are
deploying a dangerous nu-
clear missile, the MX, in
vulnerable silos as a sign to

the Russians of our '“nation- .
al will.” This is not military

strategy; this is the tough-
guy lunacy of Watergate
burglar G. Gordon Liddy,
impressing girlfriends by

government, as. - -
-ppposed to the pleasant task of wav-
ing and smiling at the country. The:

Pentagon™

_ernmental

- holding his hand over a can-
dle flame until the flesh
burned — as a demonstration of his
will, ) .
Secretary of State George Shultz
has been numbingly naive and unim-
aginative, painstakingly negofiating a
Middle East peace agreement that was
liable at any time to be vetoed by
Syria. When the Syrians did indeed
veto it, Shultz said in surprise, “But
they promised . . .” And Israel re

sees no connection between the feder -

_al deficit and interest rates. The de-

ficits will go away by themselves,
poof. Interest rates will fall. Regan
majored in English at Harvard, not
economics. - ‘

CiA Director William Casey has’

“heen caugli more times than any

‘superenv. in_hjstory — deceiving the-
Congress and misleauing--fls _QwWn
Président apboul the 'secrel war  in
Nicaragua, making money off stocks
while in_office.

BECAUSE OF his docile acceptl:

ance of the role of national

salesman for whatever these
40-watt bulbs recommend, Reagan has
not been a President in the traditional
sense. He has shirked real gov-
leadership, and he has
ducked responsibility for his failures.

He takes spiritual and moral
advice from a minority fringe of
primitive Christians and would en
force their religious views on the rest
of the nation — even though he does
not believe or practice those viéws
himseld, : .

The polls show that Reagan is
leading in almost all of the 50 states.
1f he is what the people really want,
so be it. But if he wins reelection, it
will be without my vote. Go on, tell
me it’s hopeless; I'm punching my
ballot for Mondale.
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Money, blackmail, sex—no holds
are barred. Question: Who is
winning this battle between
Soviet and American “moles”?

With the arrest of the first, FBI agent ever
accused as a Soviet spy, the public is getting a
rare Jook at a high-stakes war being waged by
two old adversaries—the espionage agencies
of America and the Soviet Union.

Fought with sex, money, blackmail and even violence,
this spy war has a goal that goes far beyond theft of plans
for a new gun or an advanced piece of technology. The
stakes are the most closely held secrets of the intelligence .
services whose operations are crucial to national security.

Amid a deepening chill between the superpowers, the
prospect of penetration is an ever present concern. Both
sides are waging a relentless campaign to plant operatives
within one another’s spy services. For Americd, the chief
target is Moscow’s Committee for State Security—the KGB.
For the Kremlin, it is the Central Intelligence Agency.

In this shadow world of lies, deception, double crosses and
double agents, no one can say for certain which side holds the
upper hand. Both powers can lay claim to major victories, but
both have suffered costly and embarrassing defeats.

For the U.S., the latest setback came from an unlikely
quarter—the Federal Bureau of Investigation, an agency
that has long boasted a blemish-free record. Its spyproof
image was shattered in October with the arrest of Richard W.
Miller, 47, a 20-year FBI veteran accused of acting as an
agent for the Soviet Union in the bureau’s Los Angeles office.

The charge against Miller: Peddling secrets to a Soviet
émigré named Svetlana Ogorodnikova, 34, 2 self-proclaimed
KGB major who allegedly lured him into a personal relation-
ship, ther offered money for classified documents. The
government claims the debt-strapped agent, married and
the father of eight children, sought $65,000 from the KGB.

Although the actual damage is unclear, Miller admits to
giving Moscow a 25-page classified document that officials
say would provide the KGB with a detailed picture of U.S.
intelligence activities, techniques and requirements. The
document did not, however, spell out names of active
agents or details of current operations.

In the never ending spy war, both sides have found willing
double agents. A KGB “mole” spent years working inside
Britain's code-breaking center, diverting supersecret U.S.
intelligence data to Moscow. America had amaninside Polish
intelligence, blowing the cover on Soviet spy operations in
the U.S. as recently as 1983.

KGB boss
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KGB center in Moscow’s Dzerzhinski Square,

CIA Director William Casey boasts that his
agency last year helped give the KGB the
worst setback in its history, aiding in expulsion
of some 135 Soviet spies worldwide. Yet some
critics in a position to know fear that U.S.
services—particularly the CIA—are being
placed at a disadvantage in the competition
with their Soviet rivals.

“Today, the CIA is reluctant to mix it up
with the KGB,” asserts a knowledgeable U.S.
official. “It’s a dicey game. Lots of things can
go wrong. They are not out there in every nook and cranny
trying to roll up the KGB.” -

Moscow's Quest for “Moles”

The prospect of a Soviet mole’s burrowing into top u.s.
intelligence echelons has haunted America ever since the
defection of H. A. R. “Kim” Philby, one of Britain's most
senior intelligence officials, to Russia some 20 years ago. U.s.
jitters worsened when Heinz Felfe, a senior West German
counterspy, surfaced as a KGB plant in the "50s.

The CIA itself was thrown into turmoil in the late 1960s
and early 1970s by counterspy James Angleton’s suspi-
cions—which he never proved and which many ridiculed—
that a KGB operative had penetrated the upper reaches of
his agency. Angleton left the CIA in 1975.

The Kremlin devotes vast resources to infiltrating other
spy services. Thousands work for the KGB, under the com-
mand of Marshal Viktor Chebrikov. Still more are em-
ployed by the military-intelligence arm known as GRU.
They are supported by East European spy agencies.

By itself, the KGB is said to have 10,000 espionage officers
assigned strictly to foreign spying—including 500 in the U.S.
on diplomatic missions. Says a senior FBI official wryly: “We
are blessed with the best agents the KGB has to offer. They
are smooth and Westernized. They cultivate relationships
with everyone from clerks to company presidents.”

The clearest penetration of the CIA came to light in late
1980 with the arrest of David Henry Barnett, who remains
the only member of the CIA’s officer ranks ever to be
publicly unmasked as a KGB operative.

After working under cover for the agency in Indonesia
through the 1960s, Barnett, now serving 18 years in prison,
resigned in 1970 to start a private business in Jakarta. In a few
years, his venture collapsed and financial losses mounted.

In 1976, Barnett—§100,000 in debt—turned to the KGB
for help. In Vienna and Jakarta, he delivered American
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~ defense information, including data about a secret CIA

operation, to the KGB. He disclosed the names of Indone-

Approved For Release 2006/01/17 : CIA-RDP91-00901R0004008$6%18§g3




Approved For Release 2006/01/17 : CIA-RDP91-00901R000§00010003-3

ARTICIE PTOERNED ] WASHINGTON POST
i A A " 29 October 1984 STAT

T

The Chozce  for . Preszdent

F OUR YEARS ago, in what must have been

one of the most churlishly written and unen-
thusiastic editorial statements in modern his- |
tory, this newspaper came out in favor of Jimmy
Carter over Ronald Reagan. This year we endorse
Walter Mondale—enthusiastically and without
~ apology. We think Mr.. Mondale—who has been
" maddeningly misread and mistreated by the politi-
cal trendmakers this year, just as Mr. Reagan has .
been - maddeningly indulged and overpralsed——-ls
: unamblguously the better candxdate
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So we conclude that much of the Reagan admmxb- 7
'tratxon accomplishment has come very dear—and
- most important of all, its two principal claimed ac-
complishments, one forelgn, the other economic,
seem questionable to us, or at least greatly overstat-
ed. Take the foreign first, We do admire the manner
in which this .administration managed the confronta-
tion over the European missiles in the first part of its
term. That was its most important foreign policy suc-
cess, though there have been others along with the
failures. But in what sense is America “standing tall’’?
We believe the defense establishment did need bol-
stenng, but what .has -occurred seems to us indis-
criminate, _ helter-skelter and in some respects as .
phony as it is costly. Unrestricted money and discre-
tion are not an answer to this country’s defense
needs. Within the administration the level of infight-
ing over this and other national security issues as a
reflection of policy disagreement and impasse has.
surpassed even that- of the Breezinski-Vance hate-af- |
fair or other struggles that come to mind,
-~ In fact there has been an uncommon amount of
_turnover and turmoil in the national | security apparatus |

of the Reagan administration and an uncommon _
amount of implacable enmity. No one ever-said such (
terrible things about William Clark when he was White

. House national security aide or Caspar Weinberger or
Richard Perle or Jeane Kirkpatrick or William Casey or

_Richard Allen or Alexander Haig as were said about ©
them by other high administration officials: We respect
‘many of the people conducting foreign policy in this

. administration, most notably Secretary of State Shultz, |
but nonetheless observe:that the president has vet to. -
permit or encourage the establishment of a steady,
credible adniinistration foreign and defense policy ef-

. fort. His approach to arms control efforts has been fit- .
ful and temperamental and unyielding ‘of achievément.
He has proved no more skillful in the Midgle East than .

" Jimmy Carter was in the Persian Gulf. And his better -
people are still not in the clear, This is the administra- -

 tion that appointed a score of ambassadors who didn't

hat was wrong with issuing a political state-
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