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The Kremlin's decision to invade Af-

ghanistan was not reached without some - -
serious misgivings, US.  intelligence . '

analysts report. One of the-Soviet strate-

gists’ principal concerns was the possibil-

ity that the aggression might unite the

long-hostile Moslems of Pakistan and Af-"
ghanistan — andthxsisprec:sely what-"

hashappened. 7

“Only such a military action could n{
nally have pushed those diverse factions

together,” said one State Department ex- .

pert who has monitored the situation for

,@ld Enennes Umte Agamst Kremlin =

these often clumsy diplomatic moves, as

CIA reports illustrate.

Afghan: Prime Minister . Mohammad
Daoud was ousted by his cousin and
brother-inlaw, King Zahir Shah, in 1963

. because .of ‘his “authoritarian methods
. and. the adverse economic effects of his

rasis gae e

years. This may turn the possibility of a . ./

Vietnam-tyle quagmire for the Ruslans.

into a reality, he added. -

There has been bitter emnity between

Afghanistan and Pakistan, for example, -

over Pushtunistan, the two Pakistani " of the border.” Though he denied this

provinces that border on Afghanistan.

tough policies toward Pak:smn ‘ the CIA
review notes.

But when Daoud was recalled in 1973,
the situation “began to worsen sharply,”
accordmg to the CIA. “He began at once
to increase sharply agxtatwn on the
Pushtunistan question.” = -

Shortly after his return, the CIA began
picking up reports that he “has trained

‘ and equipped Pakistani dissidents to
carry out sabotage on the Pakistani side”

" publicly, Daoud admitted to CIA sources

As a secret CIA historical overview -
‘noted, the Afhans had “long claimed that .

thess pravinces, whose people are ethni- - .

cally closer to Afghanistan’s: dominant -
Pushtun tribes than to most Pakistanis, *
should .be granted auwnomy or self-de-

termination.” -
The Pushtunistan dlspute was wsceral,

according to one source, and erected an .~
emotional barrier that no Afghan or Pa- .

. -

that he would give “sanctuary and finan-
cial assistance” to Pakistani dissidents in
the two disputed provinces.

~

Daoud’s overtures to India further exa-

cerbated this country’s relations with Pa-
kistan. So strong was the antipathy to-
ward Pakistan that Daoud, and even the

-~ two Seviet puppets who succeeded him
after he was assassinated in 1978, held .

Kistani leader could safely breach. The .’

hostility between the two nations might

have continued indetinitely i the Soviets -

'hadn't marched into Afghanistan.

“Russia’s aggression has cemented -
them in 2 way that nothing else could |

have done,” a CIA analyst toid my assoc:-
The . Soviets': . military -

aggression
“marked the failure of longstanding,
heavy-handed attempts by the Kremiin .

to gain dominance over Afghanistan by
indirect ‘means, and the Pushtunistan .-

sue was usully the sticking point in

back from the: Russians’ “pet concept,”
an Asjan collective security system in

dominant partner. )

A bumbling Soviet diplomat, Alexan-
der Pusanov, contributed to the Afghan-
Pakistani differences when he suggested
to the Pakistani ambassador in Kabul
“that Pakistan- make territorial conces-
sions to Afghanistan in the interests of

, mutual harmony.”

Word of this got back to Islamabad,
and the Pakistanis were not impressed

;which the Soviet Union was to be.the .

by Pusanov's attempt to blame the gaife

on an: ,intgrpreter’s mistake. ‘Pusanov .

getarecording. o

may not have realxzed that what' ,,oe!
down well in Kabul is likely to raise the
roof in Islamabad,” a CIA topsecret-
umbra report observes.: ‘
The Soviets’ clumsy attempts to hrmg
their Moslem neighbors together in
Soviet-dominated ‘“collective security”
failed. But their military aggression sues.
ceeded, ironically, in uniting the tradic
tional enemla — agamst the Soviet.
Umon . . !ann el
" Hello, Central
mogt jealously guarded secrets is the un-

listed “panic number” it maintains for se-

lected personnel to call in an emergency
Unfortunately for the dignity of the
agency, practical jokers often give, gut
the supersecret number for laughs or.
personal convenience. Women em ploya,
for instance, have been known to give it
out to unwanted, over-amorous dates as
their home _telephone number. ~The
eager swain winds up talking t0 a 2 CIA
case officer,” who - answers “Security
Force,” and is coldly unsympathetic to
the caller's complamt
trayed. e
Annoying drunks have also had It
foisted off on them as a “hot number,”
and are told biuntly that not only is’Lulu
not back in town, she was never there at
all. - Occasionally, ordinary fumblefin-
gered. cmzens dial the number by 'acck
dent_ ERt o 233
- They - even answered ‘when. my 'fe
porter James Grady called at 11:30 one -
night. Grady assured the case officer and-
the CIA spokesman who called the next
day that we had no intention of publish-
ing the number. Obviously, the ageriey

Oneonhecra"s‘

- passion- be---

can’t have the number changed:*Mt! . -

wouldn’t do for some poor spook out inq.

", and
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the tield to dial it in desperation . ..

o abreriidnd
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