Approved" Release 2002/06/06 : CIA-RDP79M'67A0027001 10006-5

> Ryecutive Bagismy

WISSTER

13 December 1976

MEMORANDUM FOR: DDI
DDA
NIO

SUBJECT : Speaking Appearances

On occasion (e.g. Counterspy article based on Don
Gregg's remarks to students at the University of Texas)
a speaking appearance by an Agency official may be inaccurately
reported. Although more often than not we are left with no
possible or effective rebuttal anyway, absence of our own
record frustrates this option in every case. Accordingly,
I urge that Agency speakers make it a practice of recording
their remarks, including Q § A exchanges. This is a standard
procedure, I may add, whenever the DCI speaks in public.-
The tape should be retained for a rgasonable period of '
time (45-60 days). STATIN

Andrew 1. ralkiewicsz
Assistant to the/Director
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peration Phoenix. S . .approached twice by Bill \mod with th;, offer of; spbi\

0
Rezarding  CIA involvement in . the rthrow of . from the CIA. including .on2 txmc ﬂhortly afrer Weil
LE Allenda’s regime in Chile, Gregg said that the elecnon of a. . traub’s arrival (Fall 1976).: PR e e
" Mearxist in South America pOS"‘d aihreat to the US. govern- . Eill Wood, the peuo'mex dicector of the lomn C LA

meat’s design for South America. It was essential that - office is wervwn-*—rc with a cherry heilo and a,“ldon"t be- *4
Allende be overthrown as a lesson to other.Third World  lieve we've mei.? ' No one escapes being asked: “Do you - i
countries- that the US. will not tolerate “any, Commumst think ‘this sort of {hvnn is worth \"nx!-7 Thz universal
sovzmnments which it feels threaten U.S. jnterests, - - v answer is effimmative, '*‘ hough some for dlﬁerent reasons -
. - On international terrorism Grege felt that llbya was the hnn others. . - ...0 - . - 2T
T ‘parron saint’ of the terrorists. According to Gregg, beya . .The process, begun eaJ:er in the a.ternoon dm,u:smn
appears to be the country which is providing a subatantml Session Of strassing the iden that the CLA is bayca‘l/ an -
. part of the financial and moml sunport for the terronsts “alright™ group ofpeoole devoted to peace and democracy, - :
" .+ throughout the world.- : contmues unabzied. There might have been (M,:ls.ona; cases, i;.f
| After tha general meetmv with Don Cre°u a number Of - _of overzealousness but now the “company™ has matured,
" 7 7 profsisors gathered in the- piush surroundmos of the'Uni.. - The le ss public process of establishing liaison with the
L vesity of Texas faculty club for a-cocktail - party.-Don - academic community engaged in forer:,n area studies also -
: "Gregg and Bill Wood served as both the giests ofhon()r and j‘ continues unabated. The foreign area Studiescenters repre--=
-+ "the hosts.- After dnnks someone aks “Whats your sign, svnt vah_ab'e >ources of training 2nd experiise to the C.I.A_
Don?7 - and the centers are highly da pendent upon an always uncer-
R S::gutanuﬁ 3 ain grant fuquno Grani sagpon is a powerful inducement "
-7 “I Xnew'it, a fire mon 'a’sign of advepture even when ba!anccd against the de of suspicion that would -
“Don adds;” I don’t regret my twenty-fv“ years.in the accrue jin due “time: to all of the’ ‘center’s associates and - -
: "‘CIA CAfter all ‘what did ‘the rest’ of my. classmates do in students. . That this* m;oh; be morally ‘Wrong, that area - A
" that time )ust dxvorc\.s and dull JObS Ijomed up becaiise it specialists shou}d mot be agznts of a particular government, -
o was the thing to do'at that time.” : ~=1") jand that they may be m.cordmﬂy snuf out of thenr ‘coun-
<., In the midst of the polite chxtcnat the C I A gets down . tncs of interzst, is not brough: up PRERN RS D
10 “brass” tacks”, 7. Jannuzi, director of the Center for = - Bill Wood, always his eff; ervescent’ celf attumls to
ASLJI Studies; is collaned and given the hard sell, to allow:

P
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: the' obvxous Jeopardy in wn.ch such an - Iniconclusion,.Gregg maintainied that the CIA tnro"ah
wouId put the reputation. of = out’ its. hxsto*y, was onl‘j doing svhat it Jwas told to do. This-
aonareqdyr sists their blandr:.nmems. mdudes both thz Ieoal and illegal” acts w ‘hich the. CIA com-:
. Dr_: Sidney. Weintaub .who_had mwted Don Grewt 2 mitted in the' name of democracy. Aftec'all, Gregg noted: - :
:spem at h‘xe'LB J: &hool of Publi¢c Affam ‘catches p°op!e -the CIA is re2lly in the ‘people busmess \Je‘know that; B
“to retmnd evekyone -of the excellent: opportunit ¥ to meet :ind that’s w‘m bothers us, bocausa we do neg ’now_w}‘zch. E
a pohcy 'maxerS' Dr.*Weintraub had been - paople A
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10 December 1976
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Mr. Bush,
President, ABC Sports, _
Roone Arledge/would Tike you to do him a favor. Larry Co]]jns,

e

a writer (Oh Jerusalem), would Tike an appointment with you to’

discuss a new book he is writing. Mr. Arledge was wondering if

Yyou would see Mr. Collins.
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The current flurry o[ mterest in. Lee Har- )

vey Oswald’s 1963 visit to Mexico City is a

" perfect example of paranoia at work..It all
" return to the USSR, where he had been a

looks so sinister, and who is trymg to cover
up what, and why?

The answer, of which nobody in the mtelh- _

gence business has the slightest hope of con-
vincing anyone outside the business, is
nobody was covering up anything. ~ .-

. The CIA had and has a large stationin

Mexmo City, with excellent liaison ties with

the Mexican internal. service, The Mexicans -
and the Americans naturally monitor every .

telephone line into every Soviet installation —

these are not “CIA” taps, although the agen- -

cy may provide equipment and technical ad-

vice.- (The agency, thoroughly tarred, may .
claim the taps simply to spare the Memcan

government embarrassment.)

These taps do not provide as much sub-

- stantive material as one might think. The

Soviets do indeed meet American agents in. ..
Mexico City — but they are not children and ~

they know perfectly well that their lines are

tapped. Their communications arrangements . -
with their agents include very firm instruc-.
tions not under any circumstances ever-to:

call the Soviet embassy, and they will shun
like the’ plague anyone who does. What pops
up on the taps, therefore, are the assorted
nuts and cranks who for various reasons -
want contact with the Soviets.

Every shred of evidence shows that nexther«-

the Soviets nor the Cubans wanted anythmg
to do with Oswald, whom they regarded as™
very bad news indeed. In September 1963 he
went to Mexico City and called both the Sovi-

ets and the Cubans, offering “information” in -
return for a free trip to Moscow or Havana — -

a splendid example of how little Oswald knew
about the intelligence world (Nobody gwes

thatv. B

The Houston Post

2 December 1976

. K ‘:j QAN .iv R
free tnps for unspecmed “mformatxon ” But
nobody.) :

The Sov1ets had no ‘intention of letting him . _

major nuisance. They told him it would take .

. three or (four months to “‘process his visa

application.” Oswald lied to the Cuban offi--

did he think they wouldn’t check") and Ieft

. Mexico in a huff, .

: The agency — WhICh turned over all infor-
mation on contacts between Americans and

scnpts (Just watch a TV show "captloned
- for the deaf” to see how impossible itis.} -

- On-the whole, the CIA performed com-
mendably in catchmg the contact, transcrib-

ing it and passing it to the FBI through its

.- cials about what the Soviets had told him.
:, (another example of ignorance on his part —

_normal channels in such a short period. The-
_transcription errors were minor. Had the con-
“versation been reported even with absolute:
precision it would have had no more signifi-
. cance than what was passed on. It would sim-
. ply have confirmed what was already known
— that Oswald was one of a great number of

. left-wmg nuts again rebuffed in one of his ef-

Soviets in Mexico to the FBI — did in fact =

turn this contact over weeks before Nov. 22.

a crank, had no significance whatsoever to
anyone in October 1963. There are American
nuts in every country calling Soviet installa-
tions for one reason or another, and Mexico is

as fertile a source of such names as any— -

where else.

"But it was one crank call among scores of -
" others, and the name Oswald, while known as .

forts to make hlmself attractlve to the
Soviets. - '

This was not smlster in October 1963. Tt did
not even become sinister in November, al-
though — because of what Oswald then did —
it certainly became interesting. It was not
_sinister during the Warren hearings, and it

* isn’t sinister now.

The recordot the call also went to the :

Warren Commission. It was ‘not a verbatim *
transcript. No clerk typist.whose work, week

after week, is typing transcripts of tapes, can _

or does make absolutely verbatlm tran-H':

I I e T e

SRS

But no one inside the busmess will ever

. convince anyone outside of that. For which
we can probably thank Ian Flemmo and a.
. host of nameless TV wnters I
f
Donald Morns served w.m the Cia 7 years, He has

" been a columnist for The Houston Post since his rehre-
ment lrom governmem service in 1972, ‘

N . e S e e
L I A - .
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The spy agencies have been
- ordered to behave themselves. These

Butas these sensational, spectum of United
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This tendency ingased when CH

entered the Dermocralic presidenti
maries, 8 periad coinciding with th drait
“ing of his committee’s final repont. As 3

States intelligence ac-
the many subjects

Jop secrel schemes make  aboutwhich Americans have notbeen10ld | * jormer commiltee staff member observed
painfully clear, it's business as “despite thiee Separaleinvesigalions ofthe | - Cruately, "Church-was away a lol. he was
c . .. intelligence community conductedin 1975 | ot willing to risk his candidacy on pushing
usual in the land of dirty tricks.  and 1976. : .| toohard, he'd keep things out of the report
. : in some instances the investigators sim- f ~IA was wilh let them be
o The United Stzles and the Soviet Union piy were not informed about hi%hly sensi- e‘:;?p'é the C‘IA "_'_ds willing 10 let e ©
are e?gaged in a top-secret "satellite tive operations. The inleligence agencies P ln;hé case of the academics, the com-
~war” in outer space. The aim is fo de- volunteered very litle and, 2% 2 rle. were | mittee staff and the CIA arrived at an
“stroy each ofher’s intellgenne surveil- responsive 1o questions only when the | soreed “sanilized” draft; but in the rush of
lance satellites with Jaser-beam weapons. commillees developed indzpendent 12ads | nings, as the report was being wiillen;
Thus farthe score is 2-0 for the Russians. or siumb.ed upon information (as in the Church said, “The hell with iti" and the
Washington mainlains totalsilence 2boul gase of the cover-up by theClAandtheFBL | coction on academics was thrown out.!.

© thisewar 1o ;avoid public complications in of crucial facls peraining
on of John F. Kennedy).

In other instances the inielligence agen-
cies invoked “national security” as a rea-
enying investigalors access 1o
CIA certain material. Finally, there were com-

Ihepegdﬂarions" for a new stralegic-arms i
pacl witii Masgow. - '

e Foreign insurgenl groups areé b

=+ crelly 1r2_a_in57=q_.-in guerrilia opera
military intethigence agencies and 1he
¢ Inouro sin2-v2y lo =Stern promises: the Senat
~.United Stales. The trainees include Lao- Inteliigence
{ians, Cambodians, Alghans, Kurds, and ated the exten

. even Russians. This, presumably, por- be “sanitized”

eing se-
tions by -son for @

ttow
by

tends new covert operalions, to be run course, is a betler word—before appear ; i i

mainly by the military, all over the viorld, ing in public reports. . - ar;t: r;g:ﬁ:“: ':1 §3§;§n§’g$ 331:1(2‘:;” \‘ﬁ‘;ﬁz
Appropriale congressional commitiees _ Peaps the mosrt‘nmponan; a;]ea %{ such | . Jestigators. In the year-long 1u9-01-wavr
apparently have nol beeminformed of it compromise on the part of the Senate | 10, L0 ihe Senate commillee and the

com
exhaustive inv
looking into the
cerned the CIAs U

despite legislative requirements.
e With the surreplitious aid of American
prolessors, Third World students at United
States colisges and universities are being N
recsuited by the CIA as lulure “'agenis of media and h
influence” for the day when they assume professors and 2
leadarship in their countries. Currently, demics™—in the rec
the CIA has its pick of 250,000 foreign dents by the agen
. students aitending our institutions of _a,c?qe".‘_'cs'some
higher lzarning. Such aprogram clearly- . Wing (they knew
degrades our American educalional
. .system. .
e The CIA still secrelly uses’in a variely
of ways American .news. organizations
abroad as inlelligence “covers” and in- g .q
formalion sources. This is being done “’ A r‘g
despite the CIA’s public pledge 1 0 SUl
its hands oft United Slates naws media. (yanoc
« Shortly belore the 1 973 Vielnam peace ?gg?;;‘ ::: “S,s;v
sefilement, Uniled States military inielliz yic p.-ono'uncemen’
.gence agencies secretly organized an Cja cperalions,
elaborate “'stay-behind” espionage nel- yant to embarras
work—linked to a parallel plan lor resum= qity.
ing Armerican air operalions in Vietnam il :
the Communists violaled the cease-lire—
including covert penelralions by special
feams from abroad. Thus the United
States was prepared [0 violale the peace
agreement even belore it was signed.

some were paid fo
others acted out of
patriotism.

0 ke3P fios chielly on Sen. F

e
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Activities, for example, negoti-

mitfee, which en
estigation of all the groups
intelligence scandals, con-

e involvement of university
drrinistrators—the "aca-’

cy.
60 percentof them, were

thie CIA to finger p
their perceived sense of.
Butit's not entirely the CIA's fault that this

tion ol the recwiling proces
ce in the final report. The b

ts of indignation over
ded to be rather reluc-
s the inlefigence commu-
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to the assassina” - subject of foreign-student
) ‘ dismissed in ihe report with
»american academics
d for such operationali

ns for intel ‘

‘Thus this who!
recruitment is
the comment that
“are now being use
purposes as making introductio
ligence purposes.” . . .
‘The Church committee also compto~
mised to a significant degree on the ques-
tion of how the CIAS coltection of inteli-
gence,a legitimate pursuit, often becomes

e Select Committee 00
hich information would
them—censored, ot

< the :
gaged in the mos| .agencyovetwha\maxeualscoutdbe made

available 10 the senalors, the CIA often re-
{used lo discuss any number of covert ac-
tions on the grounds that intelligence-
- collection activities. could have been cCOM-
promised in the process. This also applied
1o "black” propaganca, the ClAs planting
of provocative dr erroneous inforrmalion in
{oreign news organswiththe aim of achiev-
ing specilic political gains.’ : -
The agency’s-argument, forcefully- ex-
pressed by ils oulsida attorney,* Mitchall
Rogovin, was that disclosures of alf lypes
of covert actions—inclu ding poliiical |

se ol American news

ruitment of foreign stu-
The majority of the

that they were used by
rospective recruits);
their ialent-scouting;
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s failed
urden
rank Church, theldaho
ed as the committee’s
despite his many pub-
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After Frank Church
became a
 presidential candidate, -

he kept some things
secret even
_ifthe CIA was willing to let
them be printed.

covert action—could damage intelligence
collection. Tha CIA, in fact, would not even
agree to the use of the word espionage to
describz its supposedly legitimate  work,
Commitiee stalfers came to suspect that
the agency was using the sacrosanct
shield of protecting inteligence collection-
1o conceal covert aclions of which the Sen-
ate should have besn aware.

These distinctions are, of course, ex-
tremely hard to document, but the commit-
tee’s irequent compromises serve to make
one wonder how aggressive the individual
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These queslions lead, in turn, 1o the fun-
damantal problem of accountability for the

actions of the inteligence communily.

Notwithstanding Gerald Ford's eminently
reasonable view {which, somehow, had nol
occurred 1o his predzcessors) thal the in-
telligence agencies raust ullimalely be ac-

States, who mus! take total responsibility
for their deeds and misdeeds, Ameziiuns
still cannot be cerlainwho, if anybody, is in
charge. .

The CIA, which was the target of the
greatest criticism during the two-year in-
vestigation, still insists, of course, on se-
crecy and on the need for such opera-
tions—highly queslionablz according 1o a

.greal many oulsiders-—as the recruiiment

of foreign students as “agents in place.”
and on a variely of olher coverl actions. But
oddly enough, the CIA seems 1o have
taken the new strictures more lo heart than
have most of its leliow members of thaintel-
Tigence community. o .

Considerable credit for this state of al-
fai(s is given by inteligence experis to the
ClA's new director, George Bush, who has
turned out to be much more assertive
about the control and management of the
agency than, had been generally antici-
pated. Presumably, he has not yet discov-
ered allthe skeletonsin ali the closets of the
10.000-employee agency that for decades

* mermbars of the committee were. Church
hirnself, in the judgment of some of his
staffers, was "too soft.” Senators Walter F.
Mondale of Minnasota and Gary Hart of
Colorado, both Democrats, were said to
have been “the bést,” with Sen. Walter D.
Huddlzsion, the Kentucky Democrat, a
close second. Tennessee’s Republican
Sen. Howard H. Bzker, Jr, was described
as “okay, but pro-administration.” John G.

Tower, the Texas Republican who was the.

commitiee’s vice-chairman, won the repu-

tation of acling with “benign neglect™” -
The periormance of these commitice

members raises the lzrger question of how

elfective congressional oversight of inteli

gence aclivilies is lixely to be in the fuiure.
Some of these senalors serve on the new,
permanent intelligence-oversight com-
miltee created by.lhe Senate. Wil
they be aggressive and insistent thal he
V/nite House and theinteligence agencies
tive up to their commitmants? Or will they
lapse back into the tr2ditional “"benign ne-
glect” thal characterized Congress when it
came to keeping the intelligence commu-
nity honest, protecling our civil rights, and
sheltering the best interests of the United

had a virtually free rein in what it did al

"home and abroad—and that had long tol-

eraled such private fiefdoms as Counterin-
telligence and Clandestine Services.
Nonetheless, Bush has shaken up the CIA
with new lop-level headquariers appoint-
menls and major changes overseas.
Moreover, he appears to be presiding over
the crumbling of the “old-boy network,”
which for many years had a free run of the
agency and was responsible for some of its
most damaging policies and emerprises.

But while the CiA is, al least temposarily,

accommodaling itself 1o some of the re- -
quirements of an open society while retain- .
ing ils operational capabilities, the same

cannot be said of the military agencies—
the largest, richest, and most powerfut

segment of the intelligence community—

and, still less, of the FBL.

Military inlelligence has become an em-
pire unto itself, supposedly controlied by
the secretary of defense (who reports to the
president and the Nationai Security Coun-~
cily but wholly autonomadus lor all practicat
purposes. The FBI, even late in 1976,

1976, Ford moved the budget allocation

States from mindless and dangerous for- |

eign adventures?

(

countable to the president ol the United -

lzm

E

*

seemed to bz run by the minions of theate
J. Edgar Hoover, with nzither Clarence Kel-
ley, the director, nor Ford’s altorney gener-
&al, Edward Levi, having much of anidea of
what the bureau had done in the past or
what it is doing now. As a Church cornmit-
tee senior staffer, who helped investigale
both organizations, rernarked recently,
*Nezxito the FBI, the CIA smelis like 2 rose.”

Both the military intelligence establish-
ment and the FBI pose serious accountabii-
ity problems. Undar a 1976 internal reor-
ganization pian, the Pentagon has brought
allits agencies under a direclor of delense
intelligence (a new post) who, in turn, re-
ports lo a second depuly secretary of de-
fensa (also a new slot), with special re-
sponsibility for intelligence. This was
pdgadnecessary by the Pentagon bosses |
bacause sevaral ol their inlelligence agen- |
cies, noiably thz huge and supersecret Na- ;
fionzl Security Agency (NSA), had long en- |
joyed quile a bit of independence {rom just :
2bout everybody in Washington.

- But there was a double purpose in reor-
ganizing the military inielligence esl2b-
ishmenl. First, Delense Secrelary Donaid i
Rumsfeld wanted lo tighten up thé opera- |
fion, an intenticn which is probably com-
mandzble. But the reorganization has aisa
served loisolzle this whole empire from di- |
recl civifian conirol. N

In theory, the director of central inle!ii-‘
gence (who is also the CIA direcior) runs!

'
i
v
0

' the entire Uniied States government intelli-

gence complex. Inthe past, agencies such;
as lhe NSA and the Delense Inteliigence;

" Agency (as well as the CIA) were direclly |

responsible to him-—al least oper-!
ationally—and they couldnl ignose him. |
Under the Rumsleld reorganization, they
no longer have this responsibility. Now the :
director of central intelligence, known as |
the BCl in professionat pariance, has o go
thiough the Penlagon intelligence com-;
mand 1o deal with these mililary agencies. |
Thus a filter has been esiablished.- - |
Moreover, the DCI (George.Bush) has!.
lost control over the intefligence commu-:
nity's purse strings, whichis the real power.!
InNovember 1371 Nixondecided, in cne of'
the few rational moves he made in tnis area
of government, to vest in the DCI th2 full!
power lo allocaie budget resources 1o the !
various intefligence” agencies—including i
the military. The idea was that a strong DCI |
was essential to keep order in the commu-,
nity. However, the DCI (then Richard
Heims) never choselo exercise this author- :
ity. Responding 1o military pressures in; )
authority 10 a new sleering commiltae, inf

" which this responsibility is now divided|

arnong the DCY, the deputy secretary of de-!

" lense, and the deputy direclor of the Na-|

. lional Security Council staff,

PO
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the ove. ali m;' xgbm.e budget (wh-ch stand
around $25 billion annually, alihough lh°
adminisiration insists it is no more than $10
billion—acluzl figures are secret—by 1g-
noring the vast sums spent on research
and development of eleclronic inteligence
hardware), it becomes clear thal today the
Pentagon is actually the most powerul
voice in foreign intelligence.

And considering the qualitative weak-
nass in miitary intelligence evaluations—
analysis is the strong suit of the CIA, and
- most of it is remarkably honest—there is a
- growing danger that the intelligence prod-

uct given 10 the president and top policy-
r\akers will be slanted toward “worst-
case’ assessmenis endemic with the mili-
“tary. These assessments, of Golrse, infic ™
ence the lormulztion of national defent
and foreign policies. It should also ’
a2dded that covert-action responsibiiil ™
including paramilitary operations, ar”
creasingly being shifted from the C
miiitary intelfigence agencies.

So, once again, we face the question ¢
fuli-time civilian control (including the pres-
ident’s) ol the inteiligence apparatus. With
the DCI elfectively deprived of his role as

the president’s principal adviser on intelli-*

gence, it becomnes debatable whether the
chigl executive can lruly be accountable
- and responsible for all the actions of (h°
intelligence community.
* Tne principal conclusion of the Senate’
Intelligence Committee after its lengthy in-
vesligation is that the president must be
fu!(y accounianle for United States intelli-
ence. Speaking of the CIA, the commit-
loes repost noted thal “Washingion is
wigre the problem arises. No one outside’
the CIA, unless it be the president himself,
is responsible for directing and supervis-
ing CIA clandesline intelligence operations
or is authorized access to the iniormation
necessary to do so.” This, of course, ap-
phies equally to the military 2gencies, par-
t'cu arly the NSA; as matters stand now, the
3w even prohuu.!s the public disclosure of
e NSAs mission.

Ris genAra!x y known, nevertheless, that
tha NSAisin charge of everything affecting
technological inteligence. It monitors all
elaclronic communications in"the world,
military and civilian (it illegally eavesdrops
“on all international telephone calls by
Americans and reads all the cable and
lefax lraific sent and received by Ameri-
cens);+it surveys developments in Soviet
and Chinesé strategic-arms lesting and
czploymenits {as it should): and it is deaply
involved in breaking secret foreign codes
and cdevising U.S. codes it hopes will be
unbrezkable,

Investigators for the Senate Intelligence
Commilie2 acknowledge privataly that as
a practical mailer, they were unabin to
study adequately the NSA and other mili-
tary sgencies. Bu: they have seen enough
1o conclude that the NSA's principal weak-
ness is that it is not allowed 1o analyze the
data i1 oblains. Raw dala, often wholiy
ineanmingless, is seni onloihe White House,

SOMMEWNES U2SCnoes as nlt nenn. the
trouble is that often nobody can make any
sense out of it. As one stalter noted, “The
state of Maryland [NSA hzadquarters are
located at Fort Meade in Maryland] is sink-
ing under the weight ol NSA material l‘ml
nobody has the time or capability lo use!

When investigalors for another congres-
sional commilleg, which was pursuing
NSAs illegal eavesdropping on private
telephone and cable traffic by American
citizens, requeslod pertinent information,

be unable lo pass on their findings. to
members of Congress. The investigators
refused and went home.
In terms of domestic intelligence, 1hc~ FBI
“was-—and is—~by far the worst offender. In
testimony before the Senate commitlee, At-
torney General Levi simply refused to make
jata available on the FBl's illegal opera-
ans ranging {rom wiretapging to physical
wveilance and “black-bag jobs.” unau-
wized break-ins into homes and offices
ot individuals and organizations consid-
ered radical, dissident, or subversive. FBl

thay leared that Kelley did not know what
he was saying.

in what unquesticnably was one of 1he
most pathelic public performances on rec-
ord, Kelley kept repeating on the CBS pro-
gram “Face the Naticn™ on August 8, 1976,
that he had been “deceived” by his own
bureau about "black-bag jobs"—the latest
had occurred three weeks earlier—and
other lawless FBIl operatlions. Jus! ds
pathetically, he acknowledged that he had
been unableto find out who in the bureau
had so deceived him.

A the FBI director and the attarney gen-
eral cannot control their runaway bureau,
how can the president be accountable for
its actions? Considering that the FBljs a
vital agency in domestic law enforcernent,
now long can American presidents tolerate
this state of affairs, including the ermerging
evidence of financial "Corruption in the
bureau? (Kelley himseif has been accused
of misusing government services. and
_-propedty and accepling. expensive gifts_

from his subordinates.}

Tha problem of accountability also un-
derlies the live secret intelligence commu-
nity endeavors mentioned, earlier.

(1) Foreign students’ recruitment. In
general, accordmg fo {he Church commit-
tee’s report, “The CIA considers . . . opera-
tional refalionships with thg United States
academic community as perhaps its most

- sensitive domestic area.” Thereport added
that “the commiltee has far from the full
picture of the nature and exient of these

NSA ofiicials asked tham 1o sign first 2 se- I
crecy pledge, which mean! that they would |

_=gram has_a long history. It was initiated in

director Kelley first convinced committee |

staffers that he was lying when he said that |
these operations had ended in 1968; later |

" ing scholars 10 engage in intelbgence col-
lection while they travel abroad lo provide
“leads™ and making “inlroductions™ for in-5
telligence purposes. ‘It was unable, as
noted above. 10 go in any detail into the
recruitment of foreign students as
agenls (it did not even mention the sub-
_ject) but it emphasized that “lime and ex-
perience would ... give increasing cur-
rency lo doubts as 1o whether it made
sense for a democracy 1o resort 1o such
practices as the clandestine use of free

~American institutions and individuals—
practices that tended 1o blur the very dil-
ference belween "our’ system and ‘theirs’
that lhese programs were designed to pre~
serve”

" The foreign Gtudenls recruitment pro-

the 195Cs by military inlelligence and then
taken over by the CIA, which simply re-
{uses fo ferminale the program although it
.is now supposedly at a much lower level
than in past years.

The idea behind this exlraordnary pro-i-
gram, concentraling on students from Latin
America, the Far East, the Middle East, and
Alrica—the Third World—was that through
recruilmant on American campuses, the
CIA would in lime acquire “deep-cover as-
sels” inside foreign governments, educa-
tional and cultural centers, private industry,
the rni!ilary, and so on. These are known as

agenls of influence” or, more co'n'nonly,
as “moles.”

_The CIA crealed this covert program on
fhe theory that many young foreignars ed-
ucated in the Uniied Siales would become
part of ruling elites in their countries. Em-
bedded in governmantal or private power.
these agenls can render two types of ser-
vices o the ClA: inlluencing policies fa-
voring the United Stales, and supplying
vital inside mlell-gewce

~ Such recruitment is, of course, a long-
* term investment. The CIA does not expect
¢ resulls for years, even decadss. But pa-
tience is a halimark of intelligence work,
- and the agency is working for the fulure.
However, the  agency cannol be certain
thal, once recruited, these students will re-
main faithiul 1o the CIA and respond 1o
the control of case officers. The rule of
thumb is that no more than one out of ten
recruited agenls will actually remain in CIA
service once he malures and acquires a
responsxb'e position.
To assure itself of loyalty, the agency
can, and on occasions does, avail itself
-ol blackmailg if & “subject' refuses to
cooperate, discredl ways are found to
spread the word about his CIA connections
~—which could ruin him at home. Yei black-~
mail in this instance could be double-
edged: disclosure of recruilment could be
immensely damaging 1o the CIA, 1o say
nothing of the reputation of the United

relationships and the domeslic impact of
foreign clandestine cperations. Neverthe-
less, it has endugh ... to underscore its
serious nalure.”

The report spoke out against the overall

States educational system. But, as a CIA
official remarked in a recent conversalion,
“lIt was a risk worlh 1aking.”

It is impossible to say how many such

use of the United States academic com-

.munity by the CIA, which ranges from pay-|

agents of influence” are nowadays opera-
honal Thxs is one ol the ClAs closest kept
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* and administrators) to help in its recruit-

. . . i
secrets, known onlyloa handful of peccis
in the agency. Bul we can'suggesl 10c
magnilude of the potential pool of recru.is
avaitabie 1o the CIA. .

In 1955. for example, jhere were 34232
foreign students in the United States. 1h2
(- number went up 1o 82.045in 1965, and ic
close 1o 250,000 in 1875. Over a tweniy-
year period, therelore. the CIA had its pic*
of some 1 milion foreign students. But
those farniliar with the program doubt that
more than 100 or so foreigners would &2

Aremely high selection standards hadto b2
applied, considering boih the promise 2
student held for the future and his politica!
receplivity to CIA enlicements.
" lis believed that one of the most impor-
tant recruitment areas was the foreign train-
irig program of the Agsticy for Internationa’
Development. AID in the pasl has serve
as a“cover” for other CIA operations. mo
notably through its refugee relief progra”
ia Indochina. The CIA betieved that a’
eign “coniract” siudenthad at least amoria.
debt to the United States and thus might be
more opan lo ils persuasion. -
Agency officials slill claim thal this is @
necessary ingredient in building an effec-
tive loreign-intetligence network. They pro-
fessloseeno difierence betweenitandthe
open recruitment of American students.
Another side of this story is the way in
which the CIA has been using—and con-
finues to use—"academics” . (professors

ment. As noted above, scme 60 percent of
these academics were selecting Promising
candidates for recruitment and making "in
Aroductions™ in full knowledge that they
wire acting on the ClAs behalf. In an unde-
termined number ‘of cases, money woulc
changa hands. The other 40 percent cf
these academics were “unwilting™: thay
did. not know ihat they were fingering
recruits for the CIA, thinking. instead, that
they were being helplul fo the students by
introducing them 1o prospective above-
board employers. The CIA recruiters
worked, of course, under deep cOver.
Evidently, both the CIA and the "witting”™
academics were guilty of vastly reprehen-
sible behavior. They were—and slill are—
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any full-time or pari-lime news coife-
spondant accredited by any U.S. news

{ any paid of contraciual refationship with
1
|
| radio of

service, newspaper, periodical,
1elevision nelwork of station.”
The Senate commitiee believes, how-
ever, that “fewer than ona-half [of the fifty]
will be terminated under the new CIA

0467A002700110006-5
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the American military command in Saigon |
(MACNY and the Joint Chiefs of Stalf in

" Washington, this plan, denominated “Or- i
ganizational Changes in Souineast hsia”
provided for lhe eslablishmeant of a covart
minicommand in South Vietnam, heavily
emphasizing intelligence operations, when
the peace agreement went into effecl. The

guidelines.” Al least one stafier believes
that 194 American news-media personnel
had CIA ties if “infrastructure™ workers,
such as leiex operalors, are included.
_ In some instances American journalists
were CIA employees while” performing
bona lide professional funclions. “Infra-
structure” workers used these jobs as
»covers” for other activities, usually taking
advantagg of the faci that they had unusual
working hours and thus their movements
escaped suspicion.
ployed newsmen, a Church
stafier said, “They were CIA case officers
-masquerading as journalists rather than
newspeople who were used ‘wittingly.” "
tthough the Senaie report has not gone
into these operational details, it Is also
known that in UrMerous instances special
relationships existed belween C!A officials
and legitimate newsmen based either on
protessional favors of even payments for
spzcific jobs pearformed. For example, ac-
cording 1> 2 Senate staffer, "a corre-
spondent would be told by a CIA officer
that 'so-long as you're going to such of
cuch ritv. why don't vou ook into this or hat
for me?' " This procedure, it should be
noted, is distinct frorn normal relationships
batween foreign correspondents and CIA
officials, who maintain spacial contacts and
exchange information or opinions. on a
“two-way-street basis” A great many
newsmen engage in such relationships,
just as they do with State Depariment of
U.S. Information Agency personnel.

The CiA's use of the media is dangerous
begause it undermines the credibility of the
American press both abroad and at home.

. Thus it is, in the long run, a disservice 1o
United States institutions. That the, Soviel
Union, say, uses its journalisls for intelli-
gence work s, obviously, notan excuse. As
the Senate report observed, the line be-
tween “our” system and “their” system
should not be blurred.

responsible lor polluting, prostituting, and
-degrading the Ameftican educational SyS-|
tem, one of our most admired institutions.|
The CIA is guilty of suborning the academ-
ics. The academics. in turn, are guilty of
2llowing lpemselves——and their institu-
fions—io e corrupted:-Often they do it
because they have individual CIA con-
tracis lor research of boeks that they donot
wish lo jeopardize.’ -
_ Curiously, no investigative body has ever

thought of looking into these relationships
that exist in more than 100 American col-
leges and universities.

(2) Use of Amesican ne = media.In 1978

credited™ zbroad, athough il refused .to
disclose their names. It also said that “el-
fective immzdiately, CIA will not enter into:

the CIA admitied that it ...d fclations with !
some fifty Uniied Stetes journalisls “ac- |
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:--2 (3) Vietnam “stay-behind” spies. The
Vietnam peace agreement, negotiated by
Henry Kissinger for'the United States and
signed in January 1973, provided that “the:
United States will ngt continue its military

involvernent or inlervene in the internal.af-.

1airs of South Vietnarn™ and that within sixty
days of the signing. the United States
would withdraw-all “troops, military per-
sonnel . .. and military personnel.associ-
ated with the pacification program, arma-
ments, munitions, and war material”
-Two months earlier, however, the Penta-
i gonapproved a top-secrel plan designed
to violate the peace agreement the mo-
. -ment it was signed. Worked oul between

Speaking of ClA-em- |
committee .

cover for this minicommand was the De-
fense Altaché Office (DAO) at the Ameri-
can Embassy in Saigon.

Normally, defense aitaché. olfices are
stalfed with 2 handiu! of military persohnel.
* The new Saigon DAO, howsaver, was as-
signed 50 mililary personnel and 1,345

persons described in the document as
“Deparlment ol Defense civilians.” In this
case “Deparment of Defense civilians”
were crealed by changing frommikitary uni- ;
forms 10 slacks-and sport shirs: -Of ine
1,395 personnel attached 1o the Saigon .
DAQ, 219 were described as “intelligence |
‘parsonnel.” The operalional order notad ;
candidly hat six military parsconel in DAG

“will perform traditional DAO MisSions:

andior funciions” It was a carelully en-:

gineered piece of deception. i
~ Dated November 27, 1972, tiis im-;

mensely detailed order included & conlin- |

gency ptan for the reiniraductios Ameri- |
* can taclica! -air opetations intg “Vielnam :
should the Communists violale tha cease-
fire. But the main emphasis was on intelli-
gence operalions. )

The minicommand thus encompassed

the 219-man “Intelligence Division™
charged with responsibility for “continuing
essential aspects of operations. intelli-
gence and contingency planning. [anc])
force development” An “Inlelhgence
Branch” of DAO's "Readiness Operations
Seclion” acled as the “psimary U.S. ele-
ment for collection, evaluation, and dis-:
semination of intelligence information per- i
1aining to NVANC [North Vietnam ArmyfViel |
Cong) activities in the Republic of Vietnam k
[RVN]" A “Surveillance Section™ coordi-
nated "Humint” (human intelligence) ac-
tivilies, which was the Pentagon’s espio-
nage nelwork 1o be left behind after the
cease-lire. This surveillance section was
also the “in-country contact point for coor-
dinating unilateral ‘Humint’ operations with
Department of Defense collection unils
fromi out-couritry.” This was the plan for se-
cretly introducing miilitary intelligence
teamns into Vielnam from abroad. These
teams, crossing by zir from Thailand 10 b2
dropped in Vielnam, worked with the Scuih
Vielnam army’s inteligence units under
DAO's coordination.
Additionally, DAO provided daily intelli-
gence summaries on South Vietnam and
“adjacent territories,” indicaling that ili-

. tary intelligence operalions in Cambodia
and Laos {and, presumably, Norh Viei-
nam) were run out of Saigon by Americans.
A “Counier Intelligence Section™ formu-
lated “security policies to prevent,-detect,

neulralize hostile espionage and subver
. sion altemplts, conduct discreet liaison with

. ARVN [Army of Repubiic of Vietnam] coun-

" terinteligence and pofice agencies.” .




“‘

—~.

-of 1975. But intelligence expearls say ihat
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The plan look inlo account the po:sibi!ity‘
hat United States military inteili gence op-
erations would "not be authorized” in South
Vielnam under the DAO cover, probably
because they v.ould ba violating the peace
agreemeant. Noting that in such an event
there "would be appreciable degradalion
of intehignnce available to support U.S. ob-
jectives,” the document devised aliemahve
methods.

Thus 2 small group within DAO "would
be required to obtain the total intelligence
-oulpul™ of the South Vietnamese military
intelligence and “to forward it in some
meaninglul format to an agency capable of
collating, analyzing. and disséminaling
this inteligence.” This would be “exter-

nally” coordinated. The top:secret “Fast {-

Pass” operation—the standing arrange-
ment for exchange of inleliigence with
South Vietnam—"would be appreciably
expanded.”

Because Americans held South Viet-
namese inteligence in low esteemn and
were particularly concerned about “cover-
2ge” along the borders and in Laos and

Cambodia, Uniled Stales military intelli- | -

gence personnel were stationed nct only in
Szigon but alse in Da Nang, Pieiku, Bien
Hoa, Can Tho, “and other areas as fe-
quired.” .

This Pentagon inteiligence network had
to be removed when South Vietnam was
teken over by the Communists in Ine spring

there are stll American, or American-
directed, “stay-bshinds™ working uncer
ceep cover in Vielnam.

(4) Insurgent. training. Military inteth-
gence agencies, with CIA assistance, a1z
training foreign insurgent groups at abar.-
doned airfields in out-of-the-way areas in
California. The purpose of this effort is un-
clear except for the likelkhood that ithe
United States wishes o have ready-1o-
move foreign guerrilla .units for possiblz
covert operations in different parts of the
world. :

“Among sovera) hundred guerrilias b= ng

reined in California there are Laotians an
Cambodians drawn from posi-1975 re-J-
geses as well es A(g‘wans,hKurds and Rus-
sians. The Kurds are'the survivors of the
Kurdish tribal army that fought for yzars ine
‘government of lrag with halp irom the lra-
nians next door and from the ClA’'unger &
secret program zpproved by Nixon in

" 1972. The Kurdish army was destroyed in

1975 when the shah of Iran, who struck 2
deal with fraq, withdrew his support and
the CIA followed suit. :
There are, of course, ampla precedents
for secretly trammg foreign gueiiilias on
American soil. I{"was done with Cubzn’
exiles in preparation for the 1961 Bay of
Pigs invasion and with Tibstans secretly
brought to Colorado by the CIA in the mig-

. 1950s for reaspns thal stifl remain mys.eri-

Ous.
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The California training program suc’
gests that the Pemtagonis increasingly ta.
ing over paramiiitary covert-operations re-
sponsibifities from tha CIA.

(5) Space warfare. Thisinlormationis ex-
tremely limited and closely held in the
‘White House. Relizble sources say. How-
ever, that during 1976, Soviet satelliies
damaged one United States “spy-in-the-
sky” satellite and destroyed anolher by fir-,
ing a laser-beam charge H

Under the provisions of the 1972 Scviet-
American agreament on limiting slrategic
arms, both sides are permilled o use
space sateliites and other “nalional means
of verification”™ o police the emorcerrem

» of the pact.

- Washington specialisls ‘are perpiexed
over these Soviet atternpts to interlere wilh
United States satellite verification proce- .

dures. Some of them suggest that the Unit- ~ -

ed States has not yet fully developed its .
laser-firing capability in space.
In any event, these ailacks on American .
satellites are a top inlelligence secrel. As
{ar as can ba determingd, the Ford 2dmin-
istration Jdoes not wish them 1o be known
publicly so as no! lo damags current
egotiations on a new strategic-arms
“agreement with Ine Soviet Union.
But it seems thal the govarnmenl aks ays
feels there is a reason why JAunericans
“should™ be kep! in the dark about what
the intelligence community is up to, Cleasly
the time has con:2 1o end the cover-ups
and stonewatiing, and o inform our cilizens
about what the inteliigence agencies are
doing that affects all of us and the legili-
male interests of the Uniled Stales. Oj—‘*
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