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has nppropriated 833 biilion dollars less thsn
the -President had requested in his total
budgets~—but we have not nlways sppropri-
ated money for the programs he wanted to
support, and we have often appropriated
money for programs he wanted to cut down
or 0 away with.

Last year the Congress established a new
budget process, through. wanlch we will set
owr own budget ceilings early in each year,
and will consider each spending bill within
the framework of o builiet resolution which
Congress must pass. This is the first official
year of that budget process. We will all know
more about how weil aur new system will
work at the end of this year.

However, the kev to federal spending prob-
lems—unnd the key to most of our other prob-
lems, too—i3 not the total amounst spent or
even the squabbles we have over what we
should spend our money for, The reat key lies

in something much mors serious: bow do our .

tax revenues match up te our spending? Our

- federal revenues from tax dollars have guad-
rupled over the last twenty years, but the
percentage which copies {vrom corporate in-
come taxes has gone steadily down while the
percentage which comes from Individual in-
come taxes and from social security taxes hes
gone steadily up.

When unemployment began to rise dra-
matically during the current recession, rev-
enues went down of course. Men and women

" who sre not working don’t pay taxes, BEx-
penditures for unemployment insuraunce and
welfare went up in direct proportion—so that
the adeficic grew. 'Yhe cost to the federal gov~

ernment for every one percent of unersploy=- *

ment is estimated to be abont 313 billlon in
tax receipts not collected and about $3 bil-
lion in spending for usemployment and
welfare.

Or we can think about this problem an-
other way. If we had had an unemplioyment
rate ol three percent in the years since 1970
instead of the rate we did bave, we would
have had a surplus instead of a deficit in

T every yesr except 1975—and the deficit that
year would have been much less than if was.

The resl answer to our economic problemns
Jn government and in the private economy 15
the same: Jobs. That is why I believe that
we nust contlnue to support job programs
and career education programs, We must find
the right way to put people to work at &
decent wage. That wi)l mean, as it slways
has in the past, that our whole economic
picture is healthy. Withoat jobs, no amount
of economic tinkering, and no amount of
rhetoric from the Administration is golng
to work.

When we put people to work, they produce
the things we need, they can afford to care
for thelr familley, and they can afford to pay
for things which they expect government to
do for all of us,

Once that happens, 1 belleve we will stop

hearlng ithe accusations of overspending by’

the Congress—and we will be back on the
road to B common Sense approach to our
representative government, I hope that will
begin to happen this year.

THE KGB IN PARIS

Mr. HELMS. Mr. President. the opera-
tions ‘of the Soviet secret services—
KGB-—in the,West have grown rapidly
in recent years. According to a report In
a French magazine, there are more than
600,000 XGB operatives in the nations of
the free world and more than 20,000 in
France alone, Our antisubversion agen-
cies have attempted to bring the threat-
ening presengc/e of Soviet intelligence and
subversive a e% fﬁ
tention of our 3} cﬂg‘a%e rea anger
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The report to which I referred, whicix
appeared ln a recent issue of the maga-
zine Paris Match on July 7, 1976 maxes
very Intormative reading. The article de-
scribes in detail several of the routes
throught which the ZGE has worked in
France to implant its agenis inio the
business and governmental affairs of the
nation. The report conciudes with the
frightening comparison between the di-
rection which the XGB is taking in
¥rance today and the events in Prague
in 1988. Perhaps we should also consider
whether there is anything to prevent the
KGRB's arrogant actions in France from
being duplicated in the United Scates.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that a translation of this article be
printed in the Recorop. ’

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed In thie Recorp.
as follows: -

THue KGB v Paris

The most powerful and skillful of all totei~
ligence services of the world made the French
capital tts headquarters for Western Europs
and Africa, The Soviet representation 1m
France s employing 241 agents pogstivery
identified by the apecial police forces. This =
what is known today about the Rus~ian in-
telligence set-up in our country:

Two iron gates project its mystery. Simi-
lar to the doors of a gigantlc safe, 1bey bax
access to mysterlous guarters in this huge
gquadrangle ol concrets, built in “colossal™
style, which 13 the new Soviet embasy in
Paris, on Boulevard Lannes, heiween Porte
Dauphine and Porte d’Auteull. In reallty,
while we have there an embassy, ab the samna
time it is also n fortress protecting some of
the most up-to-date spying technigues, Spy-
Ing in the James Bond style "made in the
V.S SR.", it 13 provided with an inlerception
center for the purpose of catching both local
emissions as well as hertzian radio wavea, In
the reception rooms- e secret device permits
photographing of the visitors as well 88 the
taping of their conversation even when it i3
in & low volce.

At a tima when the pollce or rather the
D.8T. (Survelllanca du Tesritoire o Terri-
torial Supervislon) 13 uncovering or dia~
mantling every day or almost every day net~
works of spies or verrorist supporters, one is
tempted to believe that thls simile of & comn~
crete fortress, the Soviet Embasay well wortny
of the Maginot line, will become the top vac~
ret and mysterious general headguarters of a
formidable intelliigence establishment. 'fhe
heads of the majoricy of these networks stild
remsain nnKnown.

Modern eaplonave can be compared to o
screen with a mutitude of. folds, bebing
which there is always someons who pully all
whe strings, a foreiga power wiove alxe s fes
organize intelligence gathering by individe
uals, teams or interposed networks. TS i
good war-making. This practice has a tradi-
tton since our world began--since Philip “the
Falr”, Richelieu, Metternich or ‘Lalleyrand.
Today, however, intelllgence gathering has
become more than a handicraft for dipiomats
or counter-intelligence officers. It is now n
quasi-industrial enterprise with a sales of-
fice, studying and ensuring penetration into
a “market’” which i3 the environment of tne
adversary.

The Russians have alwayﬂ been champions
in this field. It seems however that this time
with their new Embassy in Paris they want to
build their enterprise to dimensions un-
equaled in the past where techniques ang
aeaﬁﬁigy?@as well as the i)erson
covering ‘their wracks. The press has recently
accused a certaln Henri Curiel, s staunch
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TOBRE AIG The ceaideniis
e stall of vals Habeaesy
P nue(on’»mv = whni
a0 S0eCilell GODEMAl Etnieesy,
SO eniine The Dresivee Of one apy, Or,
ey leantly, one lntelligence
Ty U employses. riEnct,
oves Lnat n ‘:nviﬂ ke aadies,
ronversely  Lhers  are. uey. U7 intellivence
2420l and only saw acthentic odcer of tae
Minlstry of Foreign Adacs per 100 employ-
~e3. LT 18 #ven Delng 321d that the Aibass-3or
13 NOL necessarily tos mowh tmportant PErson
i a Soviet mabasey abroad, bDut sormelirmes
It is DS conufeur ar the dror-Keeper. This
would be the tmportant member of the Siate
Security Comunittre (XGB).

Actually the persanpal who ars entrusted
Xith the interests of a power such a3 the So-
vier Unlon in Prance are of particulae im-
portance. The Pussians are not stingy. At
whe prerent time the smployees who are repe
resenilng tne Soviet Wonlon nuraber 225, This
1S record murateer welolr Loelos net ooy

TRe Caie=r f‘,p‘mr-mu wndd the ':r'waamxa.'v‘;-
Gaes of the US 3320 Frnbassy, but slsa the
Smplogess of tha connecten srvices -
e Coprulate Genaral {14 Place Maieslert

w¥hlch numbars 19 members, toe Miltary
Mission (131 RHus de Longchamp) with s
empioyzes, the Comunercial Mission (49
Qe de la Patsanderin) ~—93 stronyd, the Con-
sulate In Marseuls whosw tempurary smadf
romprises 22 people, ths TASAK -\\*em‘y’ with
ita 25 journalists aad oot counting the So-
vies Information Ofies ({Rue de P VNN, BT
Yersora LN exchiange programs, Soviet syu-
dents, and others, The French offces have
noticed that the nxmber nf thesa exchanye
professory, visitors or cccastonal officials has
iecauh)y increasad somsidernbiy, Applications
for visas for Soviet aatiousla number into
hundreds for pertods of stafl which vary con-
siderable. As h maiver of fact, Soviet diploe
Inats and officiad oa thelr post ol duly
=brosd erms and ge ax they plense. They
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it. They crose owr border at  date whieh
1a a6 greal vackenos with the real date of
their depature aad whe official annaunicement
\h'ch is mads h,r *heir \\periur«; viterg in
s nf)
A S S el
arto de ’%k wrs 6l L?xt* pumn JR SIS IR

tion anly a loog dme siler the drepwmiture.

Or. conversely. tha same Fmbassy surrencars
carefully the mentionsd dosument vinhe its
reciplent, remalns tn France fos séree thyne,
cluding all control, sinve it b assunivet that
ne has depssrted. The tmportance of this
wype of abuse should be pal (o proper pers

PR T

-
5

R TIRNNPR1\ >

BER RS

Spective I one reailzes sl thess i identa
numbered over TR Dy 1Y and el gur- -
1 1375 wrlone.

In that comuecilon, the guéstion suisdd

He Asxed~—-why ROt lmpose e Akl SoRiet cite
iveng leaving the Prench torriiory the obis-
vation v surrender thelr residence permies
ul the point of crossing our frantier. It seeme
inat in view of being unable 16 answer this
ruestion, the Freach diplomacy has reasons
whith are voknown to the DST. Actually
& adistinction must be mads between those
officials who belong to the Soviet ttplomatic
wervices and therefors ars porsona grata eu-
toying diplomatic immunity and those who
cperate in the export-import fleld, or those
who visit our country as enuineers, studerits,
exchange scholars, and others. It {s the nnm-
>er of these exchange scholars which at this
by leaps aund bounds. In
~hort the total of all Soviet representatives
mn Fraoce,
=hropasses 800 persons.
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