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been found to be a possible cause o
damage in laboratory rats,” Good
gues. “Should we be wsing our chi
human guinea pigs for these produc

Additionally, there are ecologice
tions. Preplated lunches use a lot ©
in processing, refrigeration, transp
and freezer storage and there Is a p!
nal waste of foll, cardboard, pla
paper.

Pre-plated lunches or pre-cooXec
meals are belng served In schools -
out the Washington metropolitan 2
some school districts moving stea
satellite feeding programs and
resisting the trend.

In the District of Columbia, whi
1ot of old schools lacking kitchen eq
some 20,000 elementary school chi
hot-pack lunches each day that b
purchased from the Mass Feeding
of Chicago. Says D.C. Food Service
Joo Stewart: “We've been satist
them oand the acceptance level IS guvw. wiv
gave Mass Feeding our specifications for the
meals and I can buy these much cheaper
than I could produce them locally. They are
nutritious.” - Co

The dollar savings in satellite feeding pro-
grams are undeniable—§200,000 this year in
Arlington County, according to School Food
Director Bailey McCreery—but the path to
convenience feeding hasn't always been
smooth,

In Arlington, for example, where all ele-
mentary school meals are prepared at Junlor
high or high schools and shipped preplated,
a parent group just last week persuaded the
school board to adopt & resolution to vary
and improve the school lunch menus.

The group, which ran its own system-
wide survey of why the kids weren't eating
their lunches, demanded and wiil presumably
get foods that contribute to good eating hab-
its, foods high in protein, fiber, vitamins and
minerals. They want excluded from the menu
foods that contribute to long range health
problems, those high in added sugar, fats,
artifictal coloring and flavorings.

Montgomery County is switching steadily
to satellite feeding programs to save mon-
ey, even in schools with modern kitchens,
and about half its schools have lunches
shipped in, One lunchroori In transition, and
some turmoll, 1s North Lake Elementary
which in Janusry stopped preparing food on
the premises and began shipping in preplated
lunches from s nearby junior high.

The PTA wrote to the school hoard asking
guestions and expressing concern, but the
youngsters make a much morse elaguent case
for having the old system back in opera-
tion. Eating lunch recently with the North
Lake youngsters brought forth = barrage
of complaints from the kids.
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egy, etc—avallable on white or whole-grain
breads; juice, yoghurt, fresh frult, cottage
cheese, pizza, stuffed eggs, chef's salad, fruit
salad, meat and salad plates and c¢ole slaw.

The deli-bar is operated by Macke on &
not-for-profit basis and the company’s pay-
off is the proceeds from the vending ma-
chines. Assistant Principal Steve Gurcis says
Yorktown is extremely satisfied with the ar-
rangement and the students like it. “Every-
body benefits,” he said.

While Macke at Yorktown and McDonalds
at Benton, Ark.. have the same basic operat-
ing arrangement, the differences and desir-
abitity from a nutritional point of view are
obvious. Which of these directions the mna-
tion's high school lunchrooms take remains
to be seen.

Flementary schools are a different matter.
Their directlon seems pre-determined and
is perhaps irreversible, but that won't stop
Mary Goodwin and her supporters from
working to halt the trend and push for thelr
idenl school lunch programs, She believes
that food caun be Integrated into the school
curriculum at all levels, from consumer les-
sons to sclence, anthropology, physics, math
and so on.

“Ideally, I would like to see a1} schools
have fresh, regional and local food prepare
on site by n well trained staif’” she says.
“The school kitcheun could serve as a learn-
ing laboratory on food purchasing, prepara-
tlon, cooking and service. Children could see
whole foods, learn something of the nature
of foods. ’

wThe cafeterla manager could come into
the claseroom for nutrition lessons and con-
sumer toplcs, This is an excellent way to
keeping chlldren in contact with the real
world rather than a highly mechanized, lm-

sThis new TV food is yuckey,” onansuddsressonalone.”

Tt tastes terrible. They serve green rieat-
balls. Honest. We have to buy ice crea
fill up on.” 5

On this particular day, thelr complain
were valid, The hot pack, purchased prg-
cooked from the Morton Food Co., consiste
of six rubbery meatballs in a. watery re
sauce, along with some corn. It was edibl
but mot very appetizing or tasty. The col
pack had = very good cocanut cookle and th
mixed fruit was fine, It also contalned
rolled tortilla that was s hard as cardboard}
tasted like paste and was, for all practical
purposes, inedible. R

A sampling of glementary school lunches
with youngsters at the District's Giddings
School and Arlington’s Long Branch pro-
duced mesals about the same. And a menu
comparison for schools throughout the met-
ropolitan ares shows little variation from
the same six or seven basic entree items al-
though some have more varlety.

Fairfax County students have the option
of choosing a kot lunch or a cold salad-based
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LEFTISTS ATTACK BALTIMORE
POLICE

HON. LARRY McDONALD

OF GEORGIA
{N THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Friday, May 21, 1976

Mr. McDONALD of Georgia, Mr.
Speaket, during the past 4 years many
campaigns have been launched with the
goal of curtailing the functions and re-
ducing the effectiveness of our country's
police and others of the law enforce-
ment community who with them are re-
sponsible for our safety and securiby.
Among those in the vanguard of many
of these campaigns have been the Com-

i
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munist Party, U.S.A—CPUSA—and the
Center for National Security Studies—
CNSS.

“This month, both of these zroups have
selected as their target the Police De-
partment of Baltimore aod a dedicated
public servant, Donald Ix Tamerleau, its
commissioner since 1966.

On May 11, 1976, a Baltimore news-
paper featured =2 six-column banner
headline, *City's Anti-Crime Program
Hit by Report as & Flop.™ and in slightly
smaller type, “Pomerleaun Scen Run-
ning ‘Fiefdom.”” There followed a noo-
story worthy of Jack Anderson in which
innuendo was piled upon unsubstanti-
ated allegafion and nameless SOUTCEs
vented their spleen on the Baltimore Po~
lice Department and Commisstoner
Pomerleau.

The basis for the newspaper attack on
the Baltimore police was a draft copy of
a report, “Law and Disorder IV,” to be
published by the Center for National Se-
curity Studies—CNSS-—122 Maryland
Avenue, NE., Washington, D.C. 20002

(202/544-5380) and written by a CNSS |

consultant, Sarah C. Carey, an attorney
associated with the law firm of Cladou~
has & Brashares.

Funding for the report was provided in
part by the New World Foundation, the
yund for Peace, and the FPord FPounda-
tion. It should be noted that the New
World Foundation, 100 East 85th Street,
New York, N.Y., has alse funded the
notorious Highlander Center, long asso-

ciated with Communist Party organizing

in the South; the youth project which
in turn has subsidized the admitiedly
Socialist Georgia power project and the
organizing committee for a fith cstate
which was charged by CIA Director Colby
with baving set up CIA agent Richard
Welch for assassination; and the Mlsse-
duc Foundation, a front for the National
wWelfare Rights Organization.

The Center for National Security
Studies, as I predicted to my colleagues it
a report 1ast year—CONGRESSIONAL REC-
orp, February 20, 1975—has remained in
the forefront of those attempting to de~
stroy our security services.

Organized in the fall of 1974, CNSS
was and is an activity of the Fund for
Peace among whose trustees at that time
was a Mrs. Louise R, Berman. And X
again draw attention to a summaty of
ner record—Combat, December 15, 19692

Mrs. Louise Berman, who is plso known as
Touise Bransten was born Ocrt. 10, 1908, She
i3 the former wife of Richard Bransten, also
known &s Bruce Minton, lormer owner of
New Masses. During the water-frant strike
in San Franclsco, Xouise snd Richard
Bransten carrled out sassignments for the
communist Party, working with Earl Brow-
der and Gerhart Elsler. In 1944 Loulse Bran-
sten made & loan of $50,000 to the People's
World, which is the west coast organ of the
Communist Party.

Hearings of the House Commitiee on Un-
Amerlcan Actlvities carry much more infor-
mation, and testimony impilicates her in ac-
tivities of several known Soviet esplonage
agents. She was, for instance, in contact in
Hollywood with J. Peters {also known s
Alexander Stevens and half a dozen other
names), a leanding figure in the underground
American CP and in Soviet intelilgence work:
she was an associate of Steve Nelson, long
time Communist organizer and ring leader
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THF‘ ClA FIL®, edited by Robert L.
. Bnrosaye aad John Marks, Gross-
T man! ¥iking, 236 pages. $8.95,

" In September of 1974 a+
gmup of scuolars, journals -
ists and former CIA em---
ployss .—. most. of them-
" éritics of theway the intelli- -

- gence agency goes aboul its -

- business — met.for a two-_*_-_—;_ The argument is.not that

CIA covert activities are

. day-conference in Waahma-
ton. <sE
.. The discussions- went
vzr"ua}ly unnoticed .by the
= prhc. The=-time :-was?
“wrong. More-than three -

R T

“montas before :The.New. .‘_v

* York Times.:first. wrote of

'. “massive domestic spymo R

- by the CiA, there was little
. general - mterest m the ;
tOplC : :
_All that has chanoed Ir
- seems that almost every-’
“body is talking about the .
CIA -~ usually in’
=z:emotion-charged- way ‘that .
-forces people to choose up .

.. sides rather.than. dlSCUSS

_the megdtsof theissue,. <
~—+8o ir is probably’ the ngnt

“timeto have another loox at. .

" the 1971 conference. Gross-
S“man/Viking >-has - issued .

. some of the conference’s
: proceedmcs in the form of a.

- series of essays. Edited by .
.. Robert L. Borosage, direc-.

. tor of the Center for Nation-- .~ __

al Secrity Stuches and John
..D. Marks,. co-author. of
2 oThe CIA and.the Cult of
Intelligence,”” " most of the
conmbunons have been re-
- yised ta include the revela-
th\'\l’: of the last few months.

I
e s e |

*s. ALTHOUGH FO?\!’TR—
CIA Director Willlam E. |
Colby's rgbu_tta_l_ 1_>.mc1udec! i

an _"

1

22 FEBRUARY 1976

By Norman I\empster

the book is clearly an in--

" Qictment of many of the'-;‘
R agbn\.ysacuvmes :

With -a -few- xsolated
“‘exceptions, the mdxctment

. charges the agency with -
J madvertantl,r damaging the-

_nation’s best - interests:

" There is'little of the moral-'

“izing of other CIA critics.

immoral; the aro'ument 15
thattheyare stupld e ¥

.,. Morton Halperm t‘xe for—
mer - National :
.Council :staff" nember,
argues,’ for instance, that .-

i the secrecy that surrownds- -
. CIA activities is often self-
defeatmg. If a-plan — like -
-the Bay of Pigs — is known |
on!y to its- advocates there

"'is little opportunity to con- -

su:ler the. dangers inherent

-'in. it. ‘And t‘le intelligence -
reports, often from within |
the CIA, which might indi--

cate the plan is-a “bad one

“not “inthe know.”

“view the long-term results
- of CIA 1nterferenc“ in the

+- domestic politics of other
~gcountries, The argument is °

Security -

‘are ‘written off as the prod--
_uct-of people wrro are Just :

- Severa} of the essays re-

[} aros '/56 w@b@{'

P- Wil K's, Td éim

- term advanta ges some*xme;
‘produce long tcrm ha‘atl-
mes.. ol

THE BODI{ GFFE’RS-no-
real solutions except for the
".suggestion that much of
~yhat is-now- wrapoed in
secrecy could be done as
Cwell, and often better, if it
“ were done in public. . .
Calby's response is weak.

- It was probably the inten-

:‘tion of the editors that it be

;»50.. The agency may have§
" :Some better answers to the : i

rquestions. posed in.““The
=CIA File.” But, if so, the

‘public - R}muld aemand m
‘hear t’nem&a Tl r {

aavanced that even short=7: .
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NATIONAL SECURITY AND CIVIL LIBERTIES

DECEMBER 1975

VOL.1 INO. 4

Inthis  Controlling the Intelligence Agencies, page 3

Issue:

CHRISTINE M. MARWICK

Coming:

JAN.: Local Red Squads:
The Report of the Cook Country Grand Jury

October 31, 1975 Secretary of State

_ Henry Kissinger told the House In-

’ telligence Committee that during the
six years he was National Security
Advisor all covert operations had
been approved personally by the
President. The Committee also re-
vealed that, under orders from Nixon
over CIA objections, the CIA served
as arms supplier to the Iraqui Kurds
at the request of the Shah of ran.

November 2-4, 1975 In a letter to the
Senate Select Committes on Intelli-
gence, President Ford requested that
the Senatz Report on Alleged Assas-
sination Plots Involving Foreign

Leaders be withheld from the public. _

Ford's letter stated that “publication
will harm the national security and
possibly endanger individuals.” The
Committee then voted to bring the
matter before an executive session of
the Senate; subsequently, the report
was released on November 20, 1975.

{See In The Congress, In The Litera- -

ture and Point of View)

November 7, 1975 Witnesses testified
at a Senate hearing that during the
'1950’s drug addicts at a federal re-
habilitation center in Kentucky were
“paid oft” in narcotics for participat-
ing in ClA-funded experiments.

November 10, 1975 The Cook County
Grand Jury released its report, “Im-
proper Police Intelligence Activities.”
The Grand Jury found that the
Chicago Police Department had both
violated criminal law in its in-
telligence gathering activities and
made indiscriminate use of un-
dercover agents. This report will be
the subject of the January issue of
First Principles.

November 18, 1975 Senate Intelligence
Commnittee investigators disclosed
that the FBI tried to discredit the late
Dr. Martin Luther King via under-
cover operations which included
buggings and blackmail. Committee
members were told that the late FBI
director J. Edgar Hoover decided in
1961 to “smear King” and even de-
cided on "a new national Negro leader
to replace him.” Other revelations in-
cluded: Hoover’s personal files were
largely destroyed in 1972 either
shortly before or after Hoover's
death; and, obtaining NBC press
credentials, the FBI conducted ex-
tensive spying of the Democratic
National Convention at the request

of the Johnson Administration.

November 18, 1975 A witness told the
House Intelligence Committee that as
an FBI informant he led a group of
thirty antiwar demonstrators ina

raid on the Camden, New Jersey draft
board which resulted in arrests by
federal agents, In other testimony, a
retired FBI agent said he refused an
assignment to obtain a handwriting
sample of Andrew Young who was
then a black Georgian candidate for
Congress (he was elected in 1972 and
re-elected Jast year) because it would
be used for counterintelligence pur-
poses. '

In The o
News

November 19, 1975 Citing what they
described as official sources, the New
York Times reported that the $90
billion military budget approved for
this year concealed within it 54 billion
for the intelligence community’s
programs. :

November 25, 1975 The Justice De- .
partment waived more than $23,000

in search fees for releasing under the

Freedom of Information Act more

than 30,000 pages of FBl material on

the Rosenberg espionage conspiracy

case.

It is at all times necessary, and more particularly so during the progress

- of a revolution and until rig
we frequently refresh our patriotism

- ' THOMAS PAINE

ht ideas confirm themselves by habit, that
by reference to first principles.
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National Security and Civil Liberties:
The Situation, the State of the Current
Law, and Legislative Action
CHRISTINE M. MARWICK .

" PHILIP B. KURLAND

The Pfincipal Unleérned Les 3
Watergate: The Need for a xespuimie
Presidency - .

R TR

AL Oy O

u.»«.i-v-« A Ce U)

LA S Sl

NOV./: Freedom of

" Information Act

s
SR
i

ALONG WITH THE CONCENTRATION of
political power in the executive branch of govern- '
ment has come the claim that “national security” .
somehow dictates that we must give up some of
our civil liberties in order to protect our freedoms.
This claim has not been seriously challenged until

the last several years; the veil of secrecy placed

over the activities of the executive branch also ser--
ved to protect these actions from effective public
and congressional scrutiny. - )

With the unfolding of recent events, however,
the myth of offidal benevolence, unanimity, and
even expertise began to crumble. [t began to
emerge that for all practical purposes successive
administrations had come to think of the Congress
and the American public like a foreign power to be
deceived and investigated in the interests of the
nation’s security. From the initial deceptions a rip-
ple effect began as a system of secret actions were
taken to reinforce breaches in secrecy — such as -
the wiretaps that followed news reports of bomb--
ing in Cambodia. Using the claims of “national

. security” as an incantation to overwhelm all logic,

legitimate political controversy was cast into the -
mold of dissidence and disloyalty. As the trickle of
information about illegal government activities
grew into a river in Watergate, the credulity of the

- public changed into a healthy skepticism. But, as

Professor Philip Kurland notes in his article in
this issue, the executive branch still makes a plea
to institutionalize the Cold War era’s blind trust in
the Presidency. For example, the Rockefeller Com-

=

missioﬁ Réport; i:n‘ ;bfte of all its’:ciét“a:il'ir:{g of CIA Wh}’ |
.. First
Principles

abuses, calls for an expanded CIA charter which
would solve the problem somehow by making _
many of its currently illegal actions legal. .- = -
. Likewise, the administration bill S. 1 (the reform
of the federal criminal code) would define as - =
.unequivocal espionage the Ellsberg “offense” of
releasing information to the public. The list of

such efforts is a lengthy one — the article on page

3 treats more of them.

The focus of First Principles: National Security . _ ...

and Civil Liberties will be on following these issues
and the many turns and twists taken in the conflict
between expansive claims of national security and
civil liberties. We hope to contribute to a return to
First Principles — the necessary and vital right of
full and informed public participation in govern-
ment — by increasing public awareness of con-
tinuing threats and of opportunities to improve the
situation. ' S

. Each monthly issue of First ‘Principles will in-

. dude an up-date on what has happened in the -

- Congress, the Courts, and elsewhere that affects

liberties. There will also be a literature review
“keeping you abreast of relevant books, articles,
and government publications. Each issue will also

- focus on a particular topic with guest articles, '
citations of leading cases, and analysis. In this
inaugural issue we survey the field as a whole. - ..
Next month we will turn to national security
wiretaps.

. the conflicting claims of national security and civil -

It is at all times necessary, and more particularly so during the progress
of a revolution and until right ideas confirm themselves by habit, that

THOMAS PAINE

we frequently refresh our patriotism by reference to first principles.
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~sWashington~Those increas-
ing attacks against the Cen-

tral Intelligence Agency and
" jthe Fed:rnl Bureau of Investi-
gation are an. . : .
: mt_f:f_'rai part =
of ‘an over-all, .
campaign o’ .
drastically :
curtail every: -
aspect of U.S. :
national  se-:
curiry o
The well-fi-- . .

DU

[orchesirated  ~-—do -

by the left Scott .
‘Heaning Center for Nz uonu!
Sbcum Studies = (CNSS)

which has its headquanery
near the nation’s capitol.
Heavily loadad with antiwar
activists, radical leaders, and
former farleft government
officials, the CNSS is run by
Rowert L. Borosage, a young
VWashington attorney and ac-
tive mamber of the National

-.— —_— —

ard Ficld Foyndations,

—— T —

- N\.VV\,
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By Paul Séoit

Lawyers Guild who was for-
meily with the radical Insti-
tute for Policy Studies.

Key coasuliants or associ-
ates of the group include
Mortoa H:i!penn_. a one time
staff membar of the Nationsl
Security Council and a former
Deputy Assistant Secretary of
Dciense and one of those sub-
ject to @ 1530 natienal security
wiretzp, and Jochn Marks,
once an assisiant {o the Stdié
Department’s directer of intcl-
ligence and .coautiior of an
anti-ClA book with former

ti.

The CNSS's power flows
frora its membars contacts
withia the Adininistration, the
Corngress, the press, and pri-
vate foundations. The Stemn
naotad
35 svpzorters of rodical and
far-left cavses, already have
pumpad more than a quorier.
of a millien dollars it the.
operations  of  the CNSS.

u../.!ﬁ .[ O

CIA employe Victor Marchei-

Arother financial backer is
the Fund For Peace. (I'FP).
which has boéR werking to
disarm the U.S. since 1369,

The CNSS launched the at-
tack agzainst the govermment’s
security and intellizence agen-
cizs last Saptembe rwith 2 two
day forum led by Richard J.
Barneat, a focunder and codirec-
tor cf the Institute for Policy
Studies, and_Danicl Ellsbarg,
former Dsaferse Dépdrimient
radical who stole s¢ »eral thou-
sand goverminicnt documenls
involving U.S. participation in

" the Victnam war.

The principle theme of the
conference was that the Presi-
dant and Com*"es: must dis-
mantle ¢ drasncally curb the
;.;ovem:n::'-.t’s covert intelli-
gonce art sacurity oparations.

THE AT TACn PLAN—
Circelots mezting was
an CrsS dozur hnt rev n'm"

the larger scoze of the organ-
campaizn Max'\\t all

izati

goverma at security  and
dnteiligence pregroms,

6 RG !

It stressed that the CNS§7
had set up projects to meailor,
all intellizence and security;
operations of the ClA, FBI!
the military services, and the.
activitizs of t’w Law Enforce-,
ment Assistance Admxmstr‘.-f
tion. . it

An immediate objective of
the group is to force all gov-
ernment agencies o end their
surveillance_of far-left_radi-
cals and their foreign contacts
inciuding commuzists,

Ore of CNSS's top Congres-
sional supporters, Rep. Bolla
_Abzug, D-N.Y., recently cailed
el Presidont Fo d to desgre_.
files the ClA has compiled |
over the yéars on American
radicals and their fareign con-
necticns. This is aasother goal -
of CNSS.

Goverminent  security  in-
formers, wha infiltrated the
CNSS, report tiat its mom-
b*-< are now werking with
p ors of Con
: tuL‘ FISSS tO U'} to
discredit the CiA and FBL and
force those ag sencics to end
many of their sacurny opera-
tions. -

The findings of the inform-
ers have been circulated viith-

nra

Y in the Ferd Administration
- since Cctoter

1 but until re-.
cently the reporis failed toy
attract any 2
of the government's security»
agencies.
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Mr. Doron Bar-levav :
Center for Defense Information
122 Maryland Averue, N.E.
Washington, D,C. 20002

Dear Mr, Bar-Levav: -

The following is in response to your letter of 8 November 1974
regarding mmbers of persomnel in this Agency involved in arms control
matters. _

The CIA Act of 1949 exempts the Agency from releasing to the public
information pertaining to its persomnel and thelr assigmuents. In the
interests of the security of the foreign intelligence activities of the
United States, CIA has consistently adhered to this exemption.

Therefore, 1 regret we cannot comply with your request.

Sincerely,

Angus MacLean Thuermer
" Assistant to the Director

Typed: Dec 74)
Rety?ed: (16 Dec 74)
Rewrittg ler (20 Dec 74)
Rewritte (6 Jan 75)
Distribution:

Orig. - Addressee
1VL Asst to the Director
1 - 0GC .
1 - EO/DDA
1 - ISAS/CPB (74-176)
1 - ISAS/CPB chrono

i
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By W‘ilham 0 @olhy s
'|
It is incumbent upon our government officials to ex-

\,_'l

plain to the public the functions and activities. of ‘their!

particular organizations;.and I include in.this the' Cen-;
tral Intelligence Agency and the 1nte111ﬂence commi-

mty

eyt

Our military férces must be responsive to our pubhc“-‘

“but our public does not demand that our war plans bé

published. Our judicial system must meet the public’s
standards of justice, but our judicial conferences and
grand jury proceedings are not conducted in public. It is.
- oven necessary for the Congre;s to conduct some of it3
-bhusiness in executive session, while remaining accounta- |
ble to the voters for the legislation it passes. Similarly, T .
r'eheve it is feasible to explain to the American people :
the functions and activities of CIA and the intelligence .
community while at the same time maintaining the nec- .
essary secrecy of the scurces and methods. of our mtem

gence, which would dry.up if publicized. .

I believe I can respond to the-gublic’s need for assur- ¢
ance by reporting ‘fully to congressional committees or
other bedies appointed by the pubhc s representatives to ,
receive and retain this sensitive information and tc
make value judgements about our functions and activi-

ties. Another test of our effectiveness lies in the opinfons
of those in the executive and legislature who . are pro-;»

vided the intelligence results of our operational and ana-
Iytjcal efforts, but not how these were obtained and pro-
dueed. There is a final control, of course, in the fact that
some of owr activiites, if badly handled, come to Lubhc
attention in a somewhat clamorous way. - :

'There have been some “bad secrets” concerning in-
telligence; their exposure by our academic, journalist
and political critics certainly is an essential patt of the
workings of cur Constitution. There have been some
“non-secrets” which did not need to be secret I have
undertaken a_program of bringing these into the open.
But I think that responsxble Americans realize that our
country must protect some “good secrets.”

If our laws provide for crm.mal penalties for the Lm- |

authorized disclosure of certain census information, in-

r T e s e TTRRRGw L FEIT L e i

‘SS@EE@JE&E m

Con Feredc e

T T T

b
"M@?ﬁm

Taknal i T B G et

it is a strange anomaly that our country makes pub- |
licly available vast amounts. of material, whereas the |

i
“j é"dfre.spondmg material about our potentlal adversaries !

miust be collected by intelligence techniques- ot a cost of !
hundreds of millions of dollars, In this situation, if we:

’ cannot protect “our intelligence sources and methods 1

| fear we may reach a situation in which our adversanes
f profxt from our openness whlle we are blinded by their :

i In a world wl'uch can destmoy itself through misunder-
1 standing or miscalculation, it is important. that our lead-
“ers have a. c]ear perception of -the motives, intentions,;
and strategies” of other powers so that they can be’ de- {
terred negotiated about, or countered in the interests”of .
eace or, if necessary, the ultimate security of our coun- f
Bry. From closed societies they can be obtained oxly by !
et intelligence cpetrations, without which cur doun- :
3hx‘y must risk subordination to possﬂ)le adversaries,

g‘ There are still certain situations In the world in
:whlch some discreet support can assist America’s inendc
lagainst her adyersaries in their contest for control. of
Jforelgn naticn’s * politiced. direction.” “While * ‘these in-
\stances are few today compared to the 1900‘:- I beheve 1t

only prudent for our Patlon to be abIe to act in cuch
situations, and thereby- forestall greater d:fflcultles for
us in the future
In other situations, especially after Nikita Khrush-
chev’s enthusiastic espousal of the thesis of “wars of na-
_tional liberation,” the United States believed it essential
to provide paramilitary support to certain groups and
nations. In 1962, President Kennedy, for national policy
reascns, did not want to use uniformed forces in Laos |
but also did not want to be limited to a mere diplomatic
- protest against the-continued presence of 5,000 North
Vietnamese troops in Laos in violation of the Geneva
Accords and their expansion of control cver communi-
ties who wished- to resist them..
Thus, CIA was directéd to provide support to those |

o

come tax information, Selective Service infounation

and cotton and other amcultural statistics,. I think it l
reasonable that there should also be penaltxes for the un-, :

authorized disclosure of foreign intelligence sources and |
Tnethods upon which the safety of the nation could well |

I

depend. i
We endeavor to serve the executive branch by pro- |
~iding intelligence on the facts of the world about us|

and our asseszments of likely future developments, We !
sleo try to serve the Congress and the public by provid-,
ing the output of the intelligence investment made byd
the United states, to support them in their role in Amer-,

jean  decision-making. Thug, CIA has appenred before
[congressional} committees on 28 occasions this year,
and we have cleared for publication some of this testi-

rony on the Seviet Union and China, We also produce

s number of unclassified publicationd. and distribute
¥hem through the Library of Congress to over 200 libra- |
zics and institutes around the country, as well as making

translated documents,

publicly available our erortAPPmVanFlQﬁRﬁl&ﬁﬁ&nﬁooﬂou?h

. communities, a duty which grew to a major effort,
known and approved by the Laos government, but not |
confronting North Vietnam and its allies with a direct

! and overt U.S. challenge. As with the Bay of Pigs, when

the activity became too large, it no longer remained se-

cret. But it had been reported and apprepriated for on a ¢

regular basis by the authorized elements of the Con- .

gress—the war was no secret from them. '

The Phoenix program in Vietnam has been badly

misunderstocd, I testified fully on this subject in 1871,

but selective quotes from that testimony have been used

to indicate that I directed a program of assassination,
murder, etc., resulting in the deaths of over 20,000 Viet-.

namese. I then denied and I still flatly deny such a

charge or such an interpretation of this program.

On detail from CIA to the Department of State, I
was the principal adviser and supervised American sup-
pott of tho pacification program, which focused on se-

g i AR L ST

A% letnameqe and the Viet Cong.
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World food shortages are not golng ta go
away; it will require a long-term commit-
ment on the part of {the U.S,, Mr. Healey says.
“But.- it's - important that: we ecan show-
[through the petition drive] that the Amer-
ican people think differently than what Mr.
Butz is saying.” - : :

Otherwise, coalition oficlals fesl, the Rome

conference will “fall flat on itz face” -

KNOWLEDGE NOT IMMORAL

Mr. THURMOND, Mr. President, an.
editorial addressing the current contro-
versy regarding the Central Intelligence
Agency appeared in the Augusta Chron-
icle newspaper, :September 16, 1974. -

This editorial entitled, “Knowledge .
Not Immoral,” recognizes the reality and
the necessity of the Central Intelligence
Agency. It also points out that some

authority must control the CIA and we™

bresently have such control by the

.- économy. :

ApprovedForﬁeie:S\:zr(,?a%E'(Bl-}fT ?31‘8?‘%&?%&’313’;! §E%OAD’E§05§66%§’-2 9 A a/}ﬁ/ S 17339

. past. This is the time to be working/to-
. gether with all we have to assure fhat
-the future of the country will not be'im-
periled. Negative backward looking ef-
forts will do little to help ouﬁ/ declining

- Vermont Royster recently published
« an sarticle on the Presidential pardon in
the Wall Stree} Journal. It is one of the
most perceptivé I have seen on this sub-
Jject and I ask|unanimous consent that
it be printed in the Recorp. : -
There being mo objection, the artlcle
was ordered to be printed in the Recoro,
casfollows:  7p - 1 e
A"BIrTER SHIRIT THAT Won'T DmE - ¢
_(By Vérmont Royster) - - o

" WASHINGTON.—1t has been diffcult these-

last 10 days to sHake off & sense of sadness
.ahout the country{ .- - - L e
* For one blessed) month—from the 9th-'of
JAugust to the Bth| of September—you could
believe that the cquniry had awakened from

executive branch with oversight powers . that nightmare Known as Watergate, - All

in the Congress, R ) e
Mryr. President, I believe this editorial’
will be helpful in the current debate and

ask unanimous consent that. it be

printed in the Recorp at the conclusion
of my remarks, - . S )
There being no objection, the editorial
was ordered to be printed in the Recoro,
as follows: i . PR
- ENOWLEDGE NoT IMMORAL . - &
Many “Americans will find. objectlonable
new sattempts by pressure groups to give.
Congress greater control over the Central
Intelligence Agency. - oo -
An outfit calling itself the Fund for Peace
has called for strict congressional operation-
al control over the CIa, claiming that the
CIA’s, “secret” role is “immoral” and some-
how violates *“the United Nations and In--
tarnational law.” i : o
What kind of reasoning is this? Is Amerl-
can security to be subjugated to the whims
of the United Nations, a majority of whose.
miembers could safely be called anti-
American? P
The gathering of intelligence data on the -
capabilities and intentions of potential ene«
mies is vital to national security, and can
hardly be construed, as, “immoral.” When the
CIA gets out of the intelligence field, of -
course, then 1t risks getting out of line. :
“Secrecy,” . CTA Director William Colby
rightly says, “i13s not unique to the CIA.” In
fact, our armed forces are responsibe to the
publle, but the public doesn’t demand that
their secret security plans be aired, pub-
lished, or hacked to pieces by a Senate
cornmittee, . .
It seems to us, that some congressmen and
groups like the Tund for Peace, no matter

- how well-intentioned, have no business de-

nying secreey to the CIA, an agency whose
raisston is information gathering and secur~
ing the weil-being of our Nation.

THE NIXON PARDON

Mr. ROTH. Mr. President, I am deeply
concerned about the bitterness that has
swept this country &s a result of Presi-
dent Ford’s pardon bf former President
Nixon. As one of thode who favored even-
tual clemency, I d¢ believe President
Ford’s action was prefnature. Whether or
net the President was right or wrong in
taking this step T bedieve it is time that
all Americans come \together again to
Zace and solve the verly difficult problem
of the economy now confronting this
country. This is not the time to be con-
centrating on the divislve issues of the

-.across the land there was a feeling of rellef,
‘and a visltor herejat that time could hope
that ws were golngito have a time of healing.
. The new President had brought a hreath
of fresh afir into the White House.. With 1t
had come a wave of good feeling that swept
over the preas galleries and Into the halls of
Congress. At long last, or so it seemed, we had,
a government nof

- to the urgent probﬁams of the day. .= t N
in, the country and this

-~'XYet now, once ag
clty are caught up ih acrimony. The country
1s angry,-the press Is bitter and the recrim-
Inations Ay through the bhalls of Congress.
Everywhere you turh. the ghost of Richard
Nixon walks the towr. - NI
. Especially at the White House. It was Pres-
ident Ford's press ¢
but as question.af
Watergate, the tapeg or the pardon, it was
¢lear that the h of Mr. Nixon still
haunts the East Room.. - T et
So the sadness 1s.2dr & new Presiden$ who
. In. one ll-advised moment emptied his res-
“ervoir of good-will. Ifj is also, though, for the
revelation of how shillow it was, how ready
many were to see 1t dissipated: and how eager
they were to leap uppn his wounds, = -
And not the least bf the sadness’is what
these 10 days have revealed of the bigter
and vengeful spirit abroad among the people;
including some within the press, that wiil
"forget nothing and forgive nothing, That,
too, has not been o prebty sight. .
Begin with President Ford. His blunder
was not simply that [he pardoned Richard
Nizon, It is hardly to expected that, if it
came to that, he would see the former Presi-
dent led manacled to t;
hope, that the people vish o
It was not entirely, elther, that the pardon
was “premature,” though that is 8 word fre-
quently heard hereaboyts. No matier what
time he plcked, there would be those to find
it wrong. .

e

. A SURPRISE JEVERSAL. "
7 The heart of the President’s blunder was
that he did what he sdemed to have said
he would not do. Only two weeks earlisr Mr.
Ford appeared to say thet he would walt at
least until some' charges  were brought
against Mr. Nixon for ich he could be
pardoned, And until the &ve of his decision
he misled this own press secretary into mis-
leading the press and the public that this
was his intention. '

Then he reversed himself abruptly, with no
preparation of public opinion, and so casually
of & Sunday morning that the people heard
the deed before they heard any explanation
for it. Shock was then inevitable, and no

matter how well reasoned the President's de- -

cision the explanation could never catch up,

. inept, and in the m

preoccupled’ with the
. scandals of the past and.so ready to turn

T question returned to

. wz;_';,; QNQ’ S*Ha __3};-;-

_ The damage, then, was to. the President’s
credibility and. not much less important in
the real world, to his political skill. It was
unbellevably clumsy, and this error was com-
pounded by the bungling that followed over
whether he would ektend other pardons to
those involved in Watergate. :

One consequence }s that now this Presle
dent, like his two pbredecessors, will here-
after have a credibility problem. He lost hoth
his press secretary aizd the confidence of the
press. Moreover, as Dennis Farney reported
in The Wall Street| Journal, he raised in
many people’s mindg fundamental quesiions
about his judgment. | - S )

- He showed himsel gutsy but exceedingly
ieu ‘of Washington, in-
eptness In & President is almost a cardinal
sin. Herearter neither politicians nor Journal-
ists will draw back from criticizing him on

anything. e

_ Every President, and Mr. Ford is no excep-
“tion, comes to office wWith a stors of political
-.capital he can draw pun with Congress and

the public. But he st spend it sparingly

and only upon the mogt important objectives.

Mr. Ford has spentf his “peedlessly and

thoughtlessly. For -that, he and ihe country

must nOW pay & price, ~
But whils that is-

* reaciion from both' press and public is ne
- less s0. To read some of the Press cornments,

to skim through the mall piling up on con~-
gressmen’s desks, is to detect not merely dis.
approbation of the Pre..ident'_s decislon but &-

touch of hysteria.: - "

From many in the pz essinthep{upit and -~

d, the vielence of the-

among the public comgs the scousation that

Mr. Ford wes not just nisguided in his tim- .

ing nor mistaken in his judgment but that
: he was immoral. It is
his wisdom that is assafled. : . Tzt e
That President Ford might have had some
compassion is sneered|at. -That he might
-truly have belleved it|was better- for the
country to have done with this, that in the
Jong run it was better|not to prolong the
ordeal, is dismissed out of hand. In these
comments on Gerald Fozd.thers-1s a reveln-
tlon of how deeply. sus iclon "and  distrust
have cut into the body! polifle, . - -

' And there is another|undercurrent.run-~ |
ning through the outcrie§. Most of these peoe

ple furious with President Ford say they do
not want Mr. Nizon %o go to lail, but that
any act of mercy or compassion should have
walted another time. Yeff had the President
walted until charges wer brought, you won-~
der if they would not have sald ha should
“waitb for an Indictment. indictment being
brought, that he should walt perchance for
& conviction. And then for at least “some*
punishment, i R
“IHE WHOLE fRUTH"

Many justify this by saying we ghall never
know “the whole truth” dnless the ex-¥Frest-
dent himself is brought tb trial, as if*we aid

is charactgr_ and not )

Lot know enough after alf those Senate hears - .

" ings, all these tapes, all [that impeachment
inqulry. Yet the man who conducted that
Impeachment inquiry, Hduse Judiciary Com-~
mittee counsel John Doad, certainly ‘does not

think so. “The facts hava been established,”

he says, and anything dlse ‘wouid. at most
“Just be cumulative.” e T

Observing the outcry fyou cannot, eseape
the feeling that accululation is what
many of these peopls rehily want, not just
the accumulation of facts but the accumu-
lation of punishment. early much of the
anger vented on President Ford Is in reality
& cry for vengeance on Richard Nixon,

Those who say there should be no par-
don, ever, for Mr. |Nixon are more
stralghtforward, and tHelr argument has
the merit of righteousneds. Yet few of them
would go 50 far as to remove charity from
the trilogy pof virtues ¢ argue there showld
never bs pardons for yone. So the anger
of their righteousness spems to say that for
this man alone punishthent should have no
end. -
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C.I.A’sCovert Role: Ford'sDefense

. Runs Against Current Trénd ciator Colby,wiliz

By CLIFTON DANIEL Cold-War Rhetoric Seen  |'be known that the clandestin ( oNnFaR e

Epeclal to The New York Times

WASHINGTON, Sept. 17 —
President Ford helped revive a
dying issue last night. That is-
sue was whether it was proper;
for a democracy, using its in-
teiligence agencies to intervene
in the intarnal af-
fairs of other coun-
tries.

Mr, Ford, at a
news conference,
seemed to answer
the question affirmatively. He
acknowledged that the United
States had made. an effort to
preserve ‘an- opposition press

News
Aualysis

and opposition political parties
in Chile during the rule of a
Marxist President, Salvador Al
lende Gossens, -who died in a
military coup 'in September,
1973. ! o

President Ford justified thef
effort, which was made during
ithe Nixon Administration, by

Isaying that it was:“in the best

land  certainly in owr best
tinterest”

'YL am reliably informed,”
Mr. Ford said, “that Commu-
nist nadons spend vastly mors
monay than we do for the same
kind of purpose.”

iinterest of the peopls of Chile;| .

His response was prasumably
rconsidersd in advancer He had
ievary rezson to expect a ques-
tion on the subject because of}
the rzcent disclosure that thel
iNixon Administration author-i

Jzed the - Central Intelligence) :

Another kind of reply was
!possible. The President might
have said that he.was not re-
sponsible for past activities of
the CILA., but would be re-
isponsible for its future behav-
tior, and would accordingly re-
view its policies and plans.

" "He did promise to meet with
the Congressional committees!
‘that review the covert actionsi
of .the agency to see whether;
they might want to change the|
review process. Those commit-
tees, however, are not noted in:
Washington for vigor and skep-
ticism. {

-Mr. Ford himself was a mem-
ber of one of them for nire
years when he was a Repre-]
isentative from Michigan. !
" His reversion last night to!
the reason and rhetoric of the
c6ld war, however mildly ex-
pressed, led to speculation;
.that his mind was still set in

'{United States,” Mr, Colby ack-

operations of the C.LA. w
being curtailed.

-M1 Just last week, William E.
Colby, Director of Central Intel-
ligence, said it was “clear that
American policy today is differ-
ent from when it was confront-
ing worldwide Communist sub-
version in the nineteen fifties
or Communist insurgency in
the ninetee sixties.”

“As a result,” Mr. Colby told
the Fud for Peace-conference
in Washington, . “CILA’s in-
volvement In covert action is
very small indeed.” .

Abandoning covert action en-
tirely “would not have a major
impact on our current activities
or.the current security. of the

nowledged..

However, the capacity for
such action may be needed in
case of some new threat, he ad-
ded, and it would be a mistake

-that mold. _ ;

“If it was good enough for|
Truman, Eisenhower, Kenredy,
Johnson and Nixon, then it's
‘geod emough for Ford,” one of!
the President’s friends re<
marked today.

“That’s the way he thinks.”.

Even In an Administration
{that has been dedicated to

openness anrd candor, President

Ford was judged in Washington |

to have spoken with remark-

able frankness. : :
“It is the first time in my

to“leave us with nothing be-

tween a diplomatic protest and
sending the Marines.” . . i
There was a conspicucus dif-f
ference in tone between Mr.
Colby and President Ford, his
new boss, but hoth seemed to
take it for granted that the:
United States had the right to
intervene in the affairs of other
countries in its own interest.
When Mr. Ford was asked

what international law gave the
United States the right to “des-
tabilize the constitutionally
elected government of Another
the President de-

/

eRce

{Agency to spead $8-million on| MeMOry that a President has (country,?
covert activities in Chile be-| €OMe out flatly and said, ‘We i¢jined 'to talk about law, but
tween 1970 and 1973. { do it, the other side does it, isaid, “it's a recognized fact

Indeed, Mr. Ford may havs| mg e go it said Prof. Rich- ‘that historically, as well as pre-
had the hu{p of those who au.‘l ard N, Gardner, a specialist in sently, such actions are taken

thorized those expenditures in
framing his reply. In any event,

he chose to defend the bahavi-|.
or of the old Administration |;

international law at Columbia
University, speaking from New
York.

Secret C.I.A. operations such
ias the overthrow of Premier

in . the best interests of the
countries involved.”
Commenting on that, Senator

Frank Church, Democrat of Tdas

rather than chart a new policy
for his cwn.

» His r2sponse was presumably
considerad in advance. He had
every reason to expect a ques-!
‘ticn on the subject. Last week:

|Mohammed Mo - . o, who Is a high-ranking mem-
iin 1953 andMPrs:?iilieecni; %faclggg ber of the Senate Foreign Rela- '
Arbenz Guzman of Guatemala HOTS Committee, said today:
in 1954, the Bay of Pizs inva. .. Lt seems he declared that the
sion of Cuba in 1961 and later Uhited States fospects mo law
; : 1€r tnan the law of the jungle
it was disclosed that the Nixon | (luTHCG " when Thoy hecas M its. dealings with foreiss
Acministration had authorized {4, big and notorious to be con. | COUNtries, He equates us with
ral Intelligence Agencyicaqiad - | the Russians. I thought there
nd 33-million on covert!  fiwever none has ever been’was a difference, and the differ-
iactivities in Chile between 1870, acknoivledged as readily and! €nce is what it’s all about.”
tand 1973. Those activities were!fully as the Chile operation, al-|
approved by the so-called 40|thongh the acknowledgn’lentg

T

Committe, whose chairman was
and is Secretary of State Kis-

. T'ord possibly mav have

v heln of thosa who
orired those expenditures
framing his reply, In any
t22 President chose to

2w policy for his own,

2 hehavior oAr‘be {gﬁ
istration  rath&P E‘Sa

was low-kaved.

It came, oddly, when such ac-
tivities seemed to be going out)
of style. Eighteen mounths aza!
the Nixon Administration let it!
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Denies {1

By JOSEPH VOLZ

¢ 1A, chile

Washington, Sept. 13 (News Bureau)—CIA director William E. Colby insisted

1

today that-the agency had “no connection with the military coup” that toppled Chile's

Marxist president, Salvador Allende, last year..

Facing o hostile audience at a j :
seminar on the CIA sponsored by &
the Fund for Peace Colty con- ¢ R
ceded, however, that ageney affi-
cers “did look forward to a
change of government at the elec-
tioni in 1076 by democratic politi-
cal forces.” :

Colby had previously testified
behind closed doors before con-
gressional committees that the
CIA had an 311 million covert op--
eration -to disrupt the Allende
government. He denied published
reports that he used the words
“political destabilization” to re-
fer to the ageney’s activities in
Chile. He vefused, however, to-go
into detail as to just what the
CIA operation was. X

A Shout From the Audience

At one point in his speech to-
day, Colby was interrupted by 2
young man in the audience who
shouted, “How many people did
you kill in Vietnam?” During the
19605 Coihy headed a controversi-
sl program in  South Vietnam
calleed QOperation Phoenix which
was deseribad by eritics as a plan
to mssassirate Viet Cong leaders.| Vietnamese peiice. He contended

Coloy G red thnata =2l:though | that the aim was to identify and
20,005 Viletnamese were killed |arrest Viet Conz leaders, not to
while Operation Phoenix wns in| kiil them.
force, mozt died in combab or Sen. James Abouezk {D-8.D.)
while resizcing arrest by South!asked Colby if he believed the

William E. Colby

Faces a hostile audiencs

o

U.3. government should have a
policy of subverting foreign zov-
ernments. The CIA uairector re-
sponded that hs just foliowed
orders from the National Secur-
ity Council.

Deferding the CIA’s covert ae-
tivities, Colby arzued that duringz
the cold war era they “assisted in
laying the groundwork™ for
everniual detente with Communist
nations. .

But the value of covert overz-
tions known as ~dirty rricks,” was
disputed by a former assistand

| CIA director, Herbert Scoviila

Jr., who contended ‘that “they
are of almest no value fodaw’
He argued thai Spy sateliites and
other sciexiifie wizardy Tnave
maGe human spies less and less:
important.

Morton Halpzrn, a form
tional Securizy Council s
contznded tnat CIA clandzsiine
operations ave s
key orficials i
often are no
dissent.
Coliby’s

arm of !
Fund for Pe
anctzer ef
ageney real

sponsicle

(on meRienc o

(1793 Seoville
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B
Dear HMr. Borosage:

Thank you for your invitation to appear at your
conference on the Central Intelliigence Agency and Covert
Actions. As you no doubt are aware from the press, we in
CIA have ahtenp;ed to be responslvo to Congressional and
public interest in our activities to the extent this is
possible while fulfilling my statutory responsibilities to
protect intelligence sources and methods. In this wa are
seeking to conform with. our open Constitutional society
and at the same time carry out the intelligence functions
essential to protect it.

Thus I have accepted invitations to speak before a

variety of groups seriously interested in unde“auand’nq CIA
and its functioning. In principle, therefore, X would accept
your invitation and welcome the opportunity to present my
views on this subject. As you note in your letter, however
I am somewhat impressed with the fact that "most" of the
papers and subjects on your program are indezd critical of

Lhe Agency and its activities. I am surprised that there

is no apparent attempt to examine the need for the contribuition
that objective and independent intelligence can make to policy-
imaking. I also note that there is no -discussion of the
potential difficulties posed to our country and our open
society by the closed societies with whom we share this wo:id
and whose intentions and capabilities vis-a-vis the Unite
States can best be negotiated about or countered if they a*e

known to our national leadership. I think, for example, of J
4.

the contribution intelligence has made to, peace in a variety ‘
of situations, from the Cuban missile crisis to the SALT
agreements, matters in which I would think your Fund would

be interested and would applaud.
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