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INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES-COVERT ACTION 

THURSDAY, DECEMBER 4, 1075 

U.S. SENATE, 
SELECT COMMITTEE To STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS 

WITH RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTMTIES, 
Washington, D.C. 

The committee met, 
Russell Senate Office IT 

ursuant to notice, at 1:45 p.m., in room 318, 

presiding. 
uilding, Senator Frank Church (chairman) 

Present: Senators Church, Tower, Hart of Michigan, Mondale, 
Huddleston, Morgan, Hart of Colorado, Goldwater and Schweiker. 

Also present : William G. Miller, staff director; Frederick A. 0. 
Schwarz, Jr:, chief counsel ; Curtis R. Smothers, counsel to the 
minority ; William Bader, Karl Inderfurth, and Gregory Treverton, 
professional staff members. 

The CHAIRMAN. The hearing will please come to order. 
The select committee’s public hearings for the next 2 days will be on 

the subject of covert action by the U.S. Government abroad. Tomor- 
row’s hearings will be on the more general question of whether covert 
action should continue as an instrument of American foreign policy, 
and, if so, what kinds, and under what restraints. 

Today the committee holds public hearings on the involvement of 
the United States in covert activities in Chile from 1963 through 1973. 
It takes this unusual step because the committee believes the Ameri- 
can people must know and be able to judge what was undertaken by 
their Government in Chile. The nature and extent of the American 
role in the overthrow of a democratically-elected Chilean Govern- 
ment are matters for deep and continuing public concern. While much 
of this sad story has been revealed already, the public record remains 
a jumble of allegations, distortions, and half-truths. This record must 
be set straight. 

President Ford has defended covert U.S. activities in Chile during 
1970-73 as “in the best interest of the Chilean people and certainly in 
our best interest.” Why was that so? What was there about the situa- 
tion in Chile and the threat it posed to our national security which 
made covert intervention into the political affairs of another demo- 
cratic country either good for Chile or necessary for the United States Z 
These questions must be answered. The committee’s purpose is less to 
pass judgment on what has been done than to understand, so that it 
may frame appropriate legislation and recommendations to govern 
what will be done in the future. 

Given the President’s statement, it is particularly unfortunate in 
my opinion that the administration has refused to testify and has 
planned to boycott the committee’s hearings. The American people 
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deserve to know the reasons why the United States first undertook 
extensive, if not massive, covert operations within a democratic state 
in this hemisphere. The 

E 
deserve to know why their Government 

sought, in 1970, to overt row a popularly elected government. The 
admimstration’s prohibition on testifying in a public forum on this 
subject has extended to the point of reventing CIA employees, both 
past and present, from coming be ore this committee. I tlnd this P 
particularly iromc since I spent the whole morning at the Pacem m 
Terris conference at the Sheraton Park Hotel here in Washington, pub- 
licly debating with Mr. Colby the covert operations that occurred in 
Chile during the period under investigation. And so it is not denied 
to him to discuss such matters publicly and before the assembled press 
at the Sheraton Park Hotel. It is denied him that he should come and 
testify here at the Capitol before this committee. 

I believe the position of the administration is completely unjustified. 
Secretary Kissmger has argued that it would be inapproprmte to 
appear before Congress and the American people to discuss covert 
action operations in which he was involved, yet only last week he gave 
a speech defending covert action. If the Secretary can give speeches 
on covert action, I believe he should be prepared to answer questions 
before Congress and the people of the country. 

The committee has taken the utmost precautions, both during its 
investigations and in what it has written publicly, to protect sensitive 
sources of intelligence, methods of intelligence operations, and the 
names of agents. With regard to Chile, the administration has joined 
in that effort. Thus, there is no merit to the charge that holding a 
public hearing on Chile will cause harm to the national securrty 
interests of the United States. 

What will damage the American interest is an administration that 
refuses to speak to the issue of why we intervened so heavily in the 
internal affairs of Chile. The public has every legitimate right to such 
an explanation. 

This committee and the American people cannot wait forever until 
the administration decides to honor the rights of the citizens of this 
Nation to know the policies of their Government. Today we make 
public the results of our own committee investigation into the Chilean 
mtervention. We will also take testimony today from former State 
Department o5cials who have consented to appear and have shown a 
sense of responsibility to speak to the issues raised by our Chilean 
policy. 

This is the one covert action hearing the committee will hold in 
public session. We have taken this unusual step because the committee 
believed that revealing the truth about the Chile episode would serve 
two important purposes. First, on the basis of an accurate record, the 
public would be in a position to decide for itself the wisdom and 
propriety of the actions taken by its Government in Chile. And, sec- 
ond, the Chile case provides a good example of the full range of 
covert action. It permits the committee, the Senate, and the country to 
debate and decide the merits of future use of covert action as an instru- 
ment of U.S. foreign policy. 

Our committee report (“pp. A, p. 144) which is being released in 
conjunction with these hearings this afternoon, is based on an ex- 
tensive review of documents obtained from the files of the Central 



3 

Intelligence Agency, the Departments of State and Defense, and the 
National Security Council, as well as testimony by present and former 
Government olhcials. Except when already well-known, names of 
Chileans and of ‘Chilean institutions have been omitted in order to 
avoid revealing intelligence sources and methods., and to limit needless 
harm to individual Chileans who cooperated with the Central Intel- 
ligence Agency. Despite these deletions, t.he report conveys an ,accurate 
picture of the purposes and magnitude of U.S. covert action in Chile. 

The hearings will begin with a presentation by the staff, laying out 
the bare facts about covert U.S. act.ivities in Chile in the decade be- 
tween 1963 and 1973. The committee will then hear three former 
State Department officials : R,alph Dungan and Edward Korry, Ameri- 
can Ambassadors in ‘Chile from 1964 through 1967, and 1967 through 
1971, respectively; and Charles Meyer, Assist.ant Secretary of State 
for Inter-American Affairs from 1969 through 1973. Tomorrow, with 
the Chile case out. in the open, a panel of distinguished Americans 
will discuss covert action in general, its value and costs, its limits and 
effects. They will oiler recommendations concerning whet.her it should 
be employed in the future and, if so, in what situation and under what 
restrictions and controls. 

Senator Tower, do you have an opening statement! 
Senator TOWER. Yes. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
I have always clung to the view that information concerning the 

details of U.S. covert operations should not be made public because 
of the possible hazards created for individuals and because the release 
of such information may jeopardize necessary activities. Therefore, 
while I believe it, has been appropriate and useful for this committee 
to conduct an executive examination of covert activities and programs, 
I have been opposed to public sessions; I remain opposed to public ses 
sions. I believe the national interest, would be better served if we had 
canceled these particular public sessions. 

I yield, of course? to the majority of the committee, that voted to 
make these hearings public, but in recognizing the right of the major- 
ity of t.he committee to do so, I must express my own very serious 
reservations. 

Thank you. 
Senator GOLDWATER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to be recorded as 

being in favor of what Senator Tower has said. I t.hink it is a mistake 
that we are holding these hearings in public. 

The CHAIRXAS. Very n-ell, Senator Goldwater. 
Any other comment from ,any other member of the committee at this 

time? If not, we will turn to our panel of staff experts that will ex- 
amine the Chilean intervention, and I will call first on staff director of 
the committee, Bill Jliller. 

STATEMENT OF WILLIAM G. MILLER, STAFF DIRECTOR, SENATE 
SELECT COMMITTEE TO STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS 
WITH RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, the 2 
days of public hearings on covert action as an instrument of U.S. 
policy, which begin today, are based upon an in-depth inquiry done 
by the committee and staff over the past 8 months. The committee has 
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been able to examine the full scope of covert action techniques that 
have been used by the U.S. Government since the end of World War 
II, how they relate to ublicly declared foreign policy, and how they 
are initiated, approve B , and monitored. These techniques range from 
relatively passive actions, such as passing money to shape the outcome 
of elections, to the influencing of men’s minds through propaganda 
and “misinformation’? placed in the media of other nations, to the more 
aggressive and belligerent techniques of organizing coup d’etat and 
engaging in paramilitary warfare. Out of the thousands of covert 
action projects throughout the world undertaken by the Central In- 
telligence Agency since 1947, the committee chose to examine the pro- 
grams in six countries in detail. These six country programs, which 
the committee has already examined in executive session, span 30 years 
of activity since the end of World War II, and five administrations. 

From the outset of the committee’s inquiry, it has been clear that 
a major question to be decided upon by the committee is to what ex- 
tent, if any, covert action should be authorized by the Congress and 
the people of the United States. 

A useful place to begin, therefore, in examining the past activities 
and possible future scope of covert action is a review of the present 
state of the law. 

To begin first with definit.ions of what the law is supposed to 
govern : According to the CIA’s own present definition, covert action 
means any clandestine or secret activities designed to influence for- 
eign governments, events, organizations, or persons in support of U.S. 
foreign policy conducted in such manner that the involvement of the 
U.S. Government is not apparent. 

The present law cited by the executive branch covering such activi- 
ties is ambiguous and circumlocutious at best. Section 102 (d) 5 of 
the National Security Act of 1947, as amended, authorizes the CIA 
to “perform such other functions and duties related to intelligence 
affecting the national security as the National Security Council may, 
from time to time, direct.” 

The committee, over the past 8 months? has examined the legisla- 
tive history of the 1947 act, and has intervlewed most of the principal 
llvmg participants who helped draft that act. From the fruits of the 
investigation thus far, there is little in the legislative history, in 
either committee, executive session, or floor debate of that time, that 
gives credence to the notion that Congress intended to authorize what 
is now the full range of covert action. In particular, there is no evi- 
dence that Congress ever addressed the question of whether the U.S. 
Government should undertake assassination, a coup d’etat, or para- 
militar? warfare. The law that is now on the books reflects the fact 
that neither the executive branch nor the Congress was able to foretell 
what perils the future two or three decades would hold for the United 
States or what activities the Government would use to meet situations 
that emerged. 

It has been argued that the Congress voted appropriations for covert 
actions and thereby tacitly approved these activities. There has never 
been an annual authorization of the CIA budget. The Congress has 
never as a body voted with knowledge on CIA appropriations. But 
rather, it has voted for appropriations in which CIA funds were con- 
cealed. There are those who maintain that because of that, the Congress 
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has never authorized through the appropriations process covert ac- 
tions by the CIA. Two years ago, section 662 of the Foreign Assistance 
AC& as amended by the Ryan-Hughes amendment, was passed. It re- 
quires the President to report to the appropriate committees in a timely 
fashion all covert action programs that he has approved. 

It has been argued ,that that legislation provides congressional 
authorization of covert action. Informing committees of the 
Congress and subsequent congressional awareness of covert action is 
not the same thing as approval. A strongly held point of view is that 
the aim of that legislation was to insure that sutticient knowledge of 
covert action would be available before approval could be considered. 
The committee has been studying covert action in order to decide 
whether to provide statutory authority for covert action. 

The executive branch has defended covert actions as necessary to 
meet the situations in the gray area between declared war and peace. 
The committee must decide whether it wishes to enact specific limita- 
tions or to permit this area to remain vague and circumlocutious, as one 
witness has called it, and subject to the failures and abuses, and the 
lack of fixed responsibility and accountability for actions taken. The 
committee’s inquiry into assassinations and of large-scale covert action 
program failures that have come before the committee’s inquiry is 
proof of the problems created by this vague and inadequate law. 

The record examined thus far shows that covert action programs 
over the last 30 years have been generally successful against weak na- 
tions and far less so against our potential enemies. In the view of many 
who have looked at the question, covert action has become the national 
means, the “functional equivalent” to use Secretary Katzenbach’s 
phrase, for acts of deception’ subversion, and violence, including in- 
stances of warfar+ 

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Miller., I wonder if you could suspend for a 
moment. There’s a vote on by virtue of which the other committee mem- 
bers have absented themselves. I’m going to miss the vote unless we 
take a very brief recess. You can renew your testimony as soon as 
other members begin to reappear. 

[A brief recess was taken.] 
Senator TOWER. Let’s have order, please. 
Mr. Miller, you will continue, please. 
Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, although there has been a considerable 

degree of congressional acquiescence, many of these aggressive covert 
activities have been undertaken without the awareness of the Congress 
as a whole of the circumstances and reasons for these actions ; they 
have been taken without an annual authorization, or without any ex- 
plicit statutory authority. 

The costs of past covert action are considerable. Since the end of 
World War II, the United States has expended many billions of dol- 
lars in the carrying out of covert action programs. 

As is evident in the Chile case, the amounts spent on covert action 
programs are considerable ; however, they are extremely small when 
compared to the amounts spent on various forms of aid. The secrecy 
required to carry out covert action programs all too often has created 
confusion not only in the public mind, but has served to cause the GOV- 
ernment to work at cross purposes. The positive effects of AID pro- 
grams and the good will created by programs such as the Peace Corps 
have been negated by the covert action undertaken in Chile. 
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As pointed out by the former head of covert operations, Mr. Richard 
Bissell, there have been many short-term tactical victories but very 
few lasting successes. The committee’s review of covert action tends to 
support Bmsell’s view. It appears that where covert action programs 
are consistent with declared American foreign policy supported by 
the Congress and the people, there has been a significant measure of 
long-term success; where there was a contradiction between the pub- 
lic rhetoric of our policymakers and open pro-grams such as AID and 
the Peace Corps and the secret actions undertaken, there is a record 
in all too many instances of ultimate failure and damage to overall 
U.S. interests. 

In order to examine the broad questions of policy raised by covert 
action, a detailed examination of Chile has been undertaken. The staff 
study which members of the committee have before them is as factual 
as the committee staff has been able to make it. Its purpose is to clear 
up questions arising from alle 
arrive at an understanding o B 

ations of U.S. involvement in Chile, to 
the general nature of covert action in 

Chile, to come to an understanding of the general nature of covert 
action, and perhaps most important, how covert action in this instance 
served to negate openly-avowed diplomatic policies of the United 
States. 

The Chile case presents great paradoxes In 1964, the United States 
through covert action assisted a candidate for the presidency to 
achieve a majority. CIA judged that he probably would have come to 
power anyway b 
a moderate can Ii 

achieving a plurality. This clandestine assistance to 
‘date was ostensibly given to strengthen democratic 

purl?-. 
In the period 1970 through 1973, in order to prevent a Marxist 

leader from coming to power bv democratic means, the United States 
worked through c%ert’ action”t0 subvert democratic processes. The 
means used went fa.r beyond those used in 1964 in money, propaganda, 
and political manipulation. The means used were economic warfare, 
the encouragement of a coup d’etat and military violence. 

Yet the means were hardly democratic; this assistance, this interfer- 
ence in the internal affairs of another country, served to weaken the 
party we sought to assist and created internal dissensions which, over 
time, led to the weakening and, for the present time at least, an end to 
constitutional government in Chile. 

The contrast between covert action in Chile during the sixties and 
seventies, with the responsibility of the United States under the Orga- 
nization of American States and the rhetoric of the Alliance for Prog- 
ress, could not be more graphic. Let me quote from the OAS Charter to 
which the United States is a signatory. 

Article 18 states : 
No State or group of States has the right to intervene, directly or indirectly, for 

any reason whatever. in the internal or external affairs of any other State. The 
foregoing principle prohibits not only armed force but also any other form of 
interference or attempted threat against the personality of the State or against 
its political, economic and cultural elements. 

Article 19 states : 
No State may use or encourage the use of coercive measures of any economic or 

political character in order to force the sovereign will of another State and obtain 
from it advantages of any kind. 
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Article 21 of the OAS Charter, akin to Article 51 of the U.N. Char- 
ter, provides for the use of force for purposes of self-defense, but this 
could hardly be construed as a justification for the covert activities 
undertaken in Chile, since the intelligence estimates of the U.S. Gov- 
ernment concluded that the Allende government posed no threat to 
vital U.S. interests or U.S. national security. 

On October 31, 1969, President Nixon delivered an address on his 
L4ction for Progress for the Americas program. His first principle 
was as follows : 

A firm commitment to the inter-American system, to the compacts which bind 
us in that system, as exemplified by the Organization of American States and by 
the principles so nobly set forth in its charter. 

In his State of the World Address delivered on February 25,1971, 
to the Congress, President Nixon said : 

The United States has a strong political interest in maintaining cooperation 
with our neighbors regardless of their domestic viewpoints. We have a clear pref- 
erence for free and democratic processes. We hope that governments will evolve 
toward constitutional procedures. But it is not our mission to try to provide- 
except by examplethe answers to such questions for other nations. We deal 
with governments as they are. Our relations depend not on their internal struc- 
ture or social systems, but on actions which affect us and the inter-American 
system. The new government in Chile is a clear case in point. The 1970 election 
of a Socialist President may have profound implications not only for its people 
but for the inter-American system as well. The government’s legitimacy is not in 
question, but its ideology is likely to influence its actions. Chile’s decision to 
establish ties with Communist Cuba, contrary to the collective policy of OAS, was 
a challenge to the inter-Ame@an system. We and our partners in the OAS will 
therefore observe closely the evolution of Chilean foreign policy. 

Our bilateral policy is to keep open lines of communication. We will not be the 
ones to upset traditional relations. We assume that international rights and 
obligations will be observed. We also recognize that the Chilean Government’s 
actions will be determined primarily by its own purposes, and that these will not 
be deflected simply by the tone of our policy. In short, we are prepared to have 
the kind of relationship with the Chilean Government that it is prepared to have 
with us. 

At the very time this speech was delivered, the United States was 
already embarked on a Presidentially approved covert action pro- 
gram designed to control the outcome of the elections in Chile. 

At this point, Mr. Chairman, I want to turn to Mr. Bader who will 
describe the pattern of covert action as it was used in Chile. 

Senator TOWER. Mr. Bader is recognized. 
Mr. BADER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

., STATEMENT OF WILLIAM B. BABER, PROFESSIONAL STAIV 
MEMBER OF THE SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE 

Mr. BADER. The staff study on Chile focuses on what is labeled 
“covert action” by the Central Intelligence Agency. Covert action, as 
defined by the Central Intelligence Agency, describes a policy tool 
for all seasons and purposes. To the Agency the term “covert action” 
means! as Mr. Miller has already stated, “any clandestine operation 
or activity designed to influence foreign governments, organizations, 
persons, or events in support of the U.S. foreign policy objectives.” 
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The definition of “covert action” was not always so embracing, 
and indeed the term itself was only coined in recent years. This ques- 
tion of defining %overt action” is important as the committee addresses 
the central questions: The central questions are, as an instrument of 
foreign policy, what can covert action do and under what circum- 
stances? What are costs? We need to answer these questions in order 
to address the more fundamental issue of whether or not covert action 
should be permitted. If so, under what rules and constraints? 

Therefore, our interest in Chile, and in this report, is not only what 
happened there but what the Chilean experience tells US about covert 
action as a foreign policy operation of a democratic society. 

It is important to note that the objectives, the techniques, and the 
political control of covert operations have changed rather fundamen- 
tally over the years. 

It was only in late 1947-21/, years after the end of World War II- 
that the United States formally decided that clandestine intelligence 
collection activities had to be supplemented by what was described 
at the time as covert psychological operations. These were described 
as propaganda and manipulation of the press, and the like. 

By the late spring of 1948, the Soviet threat was held to be of such 
seriousness that “covert operations” were expanded to include coun- 
tering Soviet propaganda and Soviet support of labor unions, student 
groups, support political parties, economic warfare, sabotage, assist- 
ance of refugee liberation groups, and support of anti-Communists 
groups in occupied or even in threatened areas. 

Gradually, covert action was extended to include countries all around 
the world. Burgeoning from the experience of countering the Soviet 
Union and its satellites in this early period of 1947 and 1948, the CIA 
had major covert operations underway in roughly 50 countries by 
1953 ; this represented a commitment of over 50 percent of the Agency’s 
budget during the fifties and sixties. 

In broad terms-and in the language of the trade-covert activities 
since the so-called coming of age in 1948 have been grouped around 
three major categories: propaganda, political action, and paramilitary 
activities. In the experience with Chile, the largest covert activities 
were those in the general categories of propaganda and political ac- 
tion such as has been described in this chart [exhibit 1’1, disseminat- 
ing propaganda, supporting media, influencing institutions, influenc- 
ing elections, supporting political parties, supporting private sector 
organizations, and the like. 

NOW as far as paramilitary activities are concerned, the last cate- 
gory is covert and military operations. They were not employed 
to a significant degree in Chile with the possible exception of the Track 
II operation and the Schneider kidnaping. 

As far as propaganda is concerned, as revealed in the staff paper, 
the largest covert action activity in Chile in the decade 1963-‘i3 was 
propaganda. The CIA station in Santiago placed materials in the 
Chilean media, maintained a number of assets or agents on major 
Chilean newspapers, radio, and television stations, and manufactured 
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“black propaganda”-that is, material falsely purporting to be the 
product of a particular group. 

Let me give you an illustrative range of the kinds of propaganda 
projects that were undertaken in Chile during the years under discus- 
sion, 1963 to 1973: subsidization of two news services to influence 
Chilean public opinion ; operation of press placement service; support 

of the establishment of a commercial television service in Chile; sup- 
port of anti-Communist propaganda activity through wall posters, 
leaflets, and other street actions ; use of a CIA-controlled news agency 
to counter Communist influence in Chile and Latin America; place- 
ment of anti-Soviet propaganda on eight radio news stations and five 
provincial newspapers. 

By far the largest-and probably the most significant in this area of 
propaga.nda, was the money provided to El Mercurio, the major 
Santiago daily during the ,411ende regime. 

The second category is that of political action. In the intelligence 
trade, covert political action aims to influence political events in a 
foreign country without attribut,ion to the United States. Political 
action can ran*ge from recruiting an agent from within a fore&n 
government for t.hc purpose of influencing that governme~nt, to sub- 
sidizing political pa.rties friendlv to U.S. interests. Starkly put, 
political action is t,he. covert manipulation of political power abroad. 

In Chile the CIA undertook a wide range of projects aimed at in- 
fluencing political events in Chile, and here are some of them : wresting 
control of Chilean university student organizations from the Com- 
munists; supporting a women’s group active in Chilean political and 
intellectual life and hostile to the Allende government; combating the 
principal Communist-dominated labor union in Chile. 

The most impressive political action in Chile was the massive efforts 
made over the decade from 1964 to 1974 to influence the elections. The 
Central Intelligence Agency in 1964, for example, spent over $3 mil- 
lion in election programs, financing in this process over half of the 
Christian Democratic campaign. 

The figures give you some idea of the measure and extent of the sup- 
port that I have been talking about : propaganda, $8 million; produc- 
ing and disseminating propaganda and supporting mass media, 
roughly $4 million [exhibit 1 ‘1. 

These are the various techniques of covert actions and the expendi- 
tures from 1963 to 1973 to the nearest $100,000 that we have been able 
to determine in the staff’s work on the techniques of covert action in 
Chile. 

Finally, Mr. Chairman, in all the cases I have described, the major 
objective of U.S. covert policy in Chile was to influence, control, con- 
tain, and manipulate political power in the country. 

Mr. Chairman, against this background on the meaning and va- 
rieties, and in certain respects, the funding of covert action in Chile, 
I want to turn to Mr. Inderfurth, who will discuss the major covert 
activities taken in Chile in specific detail. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

1 see p. 95. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Thank you, Mr. Bader. What is the population of 
Chile? How many voters? 

Hold that chart for a moment. 
Mr. BADER. The tota. population is about 10 million; there are 

roughly 3 million voters. 
The CHAIRMAN. Roughly 3 million. And the total we spent in at- 

tempting to influence the political process in Chile came to what? 
Mr. BADER. In the 1964 election it came to roughly $3 million, $2.6 

million, or $2.7 million. 
The CHAIRMAN. The total on this chart comes to what ? 
Mr. BADER. $14 million, Senator. 
The CHAIRMAN. $14 million. Have you worked that out on a per 

ca ita basis? 
& r. BADER. I believe Mr. Inderfurth has. 
The CHAIRMAN. The $3 million represents just a little less than $1 

per voter in direct contributions to the political party. 
Senator TOWER. Mr. Chairman, to get it into perspective, I might 

say that I spent $2.7 million to run for election in 1972 in a State 
with a population of 11 million. 

The CHAIRMAN. If we look at that in terms of all population, na- 
tional population of 200 million, that would be comparable to almost 
$60 million of foreign funds. If a foreign government were given to 
interfere directly with the American political process in comparable 
terms, that $3 million would equate roughly with almost $60 million 
of foreign government money pumped into our process, wouldn’t it? 

Mr. BADER. That’s right. That’s correct, sir. 
The CHAIRMAN. Baaed on comparable per capita population. 
Mr. BADER. In 1964, for example., it would be comparable in the 

American political scene of $60 million of outside foreign funds com- 
ing to the American election, the Presidential election of 1964. 

Mr. INDERFURTH. As a comparison in the 1964 election, President 
Johnson and Senator Goldwater combined spent $25 million. So there 
would have been a $35 million difference there. 

The CHAIRMAN. Would you please restate that? 
Mr. INDEDURTEL The $3 million spent by the CIA in Chile in 1964 

represents about 30 cents for every man, woman, and child in Chile. 
Now if a foreign government had spent an equivalent amount per 
capita in our 1964 election, that government would have spent about 
$60 million, as Mr. Bader indicated. President Johnson and Senator 
Goldwater spent $25 million combined, so this would have been about 
$35 million more. 

The CHAIRMAN. More than twice as much as the two American 
Presidential candidates combined actually spent. 

Mr. INDFXFURTEL That’s right. 
The CHAIRMAN. All right. Mr. Inderfurth, would you continue? 
Mr. INDERF[JRTH. Yes. 

STATEMENT OF KARL F. IXDERFURTH, PROFESSIONAL STAFF 
MEMBEROFTHESEBATESELECTCOYMITTEE 

Mr. INDERFURTH. This portion of the staff presentation will outline 
the major programs of covert action undertaken by the United States 
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in Chile from the early sixties through 1973. In every instance, covert 
action was an instrument of U.S. foreign policy, decided upon at the 
highest levels of the Government. We will begin, with the first major 
U.S. covert action in Chile, which was the 1964 Presidential elect,ion. 

The 1964 Chilean election was viewed with great concern in Wash- 
ington. The New York Times reported : 

Officials said they could recall no other foreign election since the Italian elec- 
tions in 1948 that had caused as much anxiety in Washington as the one in 
Chile. 

The United States was involved in the 1964 election on a massive 
scale. The Special Group, which was the predecessor of today’s 40 Com- 
mittee, authorized over $3 million between 1962 an,d 1964 to prevent 
the election of a Socialist or Communist candidate. In all, a total of 
nearly $4 million was spent by the CIA on some 15 covert action proj- 
ects. rhese projects ranged from organizing slum dwellers to passing 
funds to political parties. 

The groundwork for the election, or the plumbing as it is some- 
times called, was laid early in 1961. The CIA established relation- 
ships with key political parties, as well as propaganda and orga- 
nizational mechanisms, to influence key sectors of the population. 
Projects that had been conducted since the fifties among peasants, 
slum dwellers, organized labor, students, and the media provided a 
basis for much of this pre-election covert action. 

Covert action during the 1964 campaign was composed of two major 
elements. The first was direct financial support to the Christian Dem- 
ocratic Party. The Christian Democrats spent about $6 million to get 
their candidate, Eduardo Frei, elected. The CIA’s contribution was 
slight.ly more than half of this sum! or $3 million. 

In addition to support for the Christian Democratic part,y, the CIA 
mounted a massive anti-Communist propaganda campaign. That 
campaign was enormous. Extensive use was made of the press, radio, 
films, pamphlets, posters? direct mailings. and wall paintings. To give 
some feel for this campaign. a few statistics might be helpful. During 
the first week of intensive activity, a CIA-funded propaganda group 
in Chile produced 20 radio spots per day in Santiago and on 44 pro- 
vincial stations. Twelve-minute news broadcasts were produced five 
times daily on three Sant.iago stations and on 24 provincial outlets. By 
the end of June, the group was producing 24 daily newscasts nation- 
wide and 26 weeklv commentary programs. In addition, 3,000 posters 
were distributed daily. 

The propaganda campaign was. in fact, a scare campaign. It relied 
heavily on images of Soviet tanks and Cuban firing squads and was 
pitched especially to women. Xisinformation and black propaganda 
were used as well. The CIA regards this anti-Communist scare cam- 
paign as its most effective activity undertaken on behalf of Eduardo 
Frei. 

In addition to support for the Christian Democratic Party and the 
propaganda campaign. the CIA1 ran a number of political action op- 
erations aimed at. important Chilean voter blocs, including slum 
dwellers, peasants. organized labor, and dissident socialists. This 
effort made extensive 11s~ of pl~blic opinion polls and grassroots or- 
ganizing. In other wortls. it v-as political campaigning American 
style. 



12 

Eduardo Frei won an impressive victory in the 1964 election. He re- 
ceived 56 percent of the vote. Now let’s turn to CIA activities in 
Chile between Presidential elections. 

During the 1964 to 1970 period, the CIA spent almost $2 million 
on 12 covert action projects in Chile. One-fourth of this amount 
was authorized by the 40 Committee. Various sectors of the Chilean 
society were affected. All of these activities \rere intended to strength- 
en groups which supported President Frei and opposed Marxist 
influences. 

Two of the projects during this period were directed toward con- 
gressional campaigns, one in 1965 and one in 1968. The 1965 election 
project is representative. The 303 Committee approved $175,000 for 
this effort. Twenty-two candidates were selected by the CIA station 
and the U.S. Ambassador to receive funds. Nine of these candidates 
were elected. Thirteen candidates of the Socialist-Marxist coalition, 
known then as FRAP, were defeated. 

Election efforts were not the only projects conducted by the CIA 
during this period. Covert action efforts were also undertaken to 
influence the political development of various sectors of the Chilean 
society. One project helped train and organize anti-Communists 
among peasants and slum dwellers. Two projects worked within orga- 
nized labor. One was designed to combat a Communist-dominated 
labor union.; another was conducted in the Catholic labor field. 

The media received particular attention during this period. One 
project supported and operated wire services, equivalent. to our AP 
and UPI. Another supported a right-wing weekly newspaper. The 
CIA also developed “assets” within the Chilean press. Assets are for- 
eign nationals who are either on the CIA payroll or are subject to CIA 
guidance. One of these assets produced radio political commentary 
shows attacking the political parties on the left and supporting CIA- 
selected candidates. Other assets placed CIA-inspired editorials rlmost 
daily in El Mercurio and, after 196S, exerted substantial control over 
the content of that paper’s international news section. 

Now let’s turn to the period immediately preceding the 1970 Presi- 
dential election. The 303 Committee first discussed the upcoming 
election in April 1969. According to a report of that meeting, Director 
Helms commented that an election effort would not be effective unless 
an early enough start was made. However, a vear passed before any 
action was taken. In March 1970, the committee decided that the 
TJnited States would not support any one candidate, as it had in the 
1964 election, but that it would instead wage a spoiling operation 
against Allende’s Popular Units coalition. In all, the CIA spent 
about $1 million for this activity. Half was approved by the 40 
Committee. 

The CIA’s spoiling operation had two objectives: first, to under- 
mine Communist efforts to bring about a coalition of leftist forces; 
and second, to strengthen non-Marxist political leaders and forces 
in Chile. 

In working towards these objectives, the CIA made use of a half- 
dozen covert action projects. An extensive propaganda, campaign 
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was begun. It made use of virtually all the media within Chile and 
placed and replayed items in the international press as well. Propa- 
ganda placements were achieved through subsidizing rightwmg 
women’s and civic action groups. Previously developed assets in the 
Chilean press were used as well. Bs in 1964, propaganda was used 
in a scare campaign. An Allende victory was equated with violence 
and Stalinist repression. Sign-painting teams were instructed to 
paint slogans on walls evoking images of Communist firing squads. 
Posters warned that an Allende victory in Chile would mean the end 
of religion and family life. 

Unlike 1964, however, the 1970 operation did not involve extensive 
public opinion polling, grass roots organizing, or, as previously men- 
tioned, direct funding of any candidate. The CIA funded only one 
political group during the 1970 campaign. This was an effort to 
reduce the number of Radical Party votes for Allende. 

The CIA’s spoiling operation did not succeed. On September 4, 
Allende won a plurality in Chile’s Presidential election. He received 
36 percent of the vote; the runner-up, Jorge Alessandri, received 35 
percent of the vote. Since no candidate had received a majority, a 
Joint session of the Chilean Congress was required to decide belween 
the first- and second-place finishers. The date set for the joint session 
was October 24. 

Sow we mill turn to the period between Allende’s plurality victory 
and the congressional election. Mr. Treverton will go into this period. 

STATEMENT OF QREQORY F. TREVERTON, PROFESSIOl’?AL STfLFF 
MEMBER OF THE SERATE SELECT COMMITTEE 

Mr. TREVEFWON. Thank you. 
The reaction in Washington to Allende’s victory was immediate. The 

40 Committee met on September 8 and 14, to discuss what action should 
be taken. On September 15, President Nixon met with Richard Helms, 
Henry Kissinger, and John Mitchell at the White House. U.S. Gov- 
ernment actions proceeding along two separate but related tracks. 
Track I, as it came to be called, aimed to induce President Frei to act 
to prevent Allende from being seated. Track I included an anti-Allende 
propaganda campaign, economic pressures and a $250,000 contingency 
fund to be used at the Ambassador’s discretion in support of projects 
which Frei and his associates deemed important in attempting to in- 
fluence the outcome of the October 24 congressional vote. However, the 
idea of bribing Chilean Congressmen to vote for Alessandri-the only 
idea for use of this contingency fund which arose-was immediately 
seen to be unworkable. The $250,000 fund was never spent. 

Track II, as it was called by those inside the U.S. Government who 
knew of its existence, was touched off by the President’s September 15 
instruction to the CIA. It is the subject of the Schneider portion of 
the committeR’s recent Report on Alleged Assassinations. I will merely 
summarize Track II here. 

Track II was to be run without the knowledge of the Ambassador, 
or the Departments of State and Defense. Richard Helms’ handwritten 
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notes of the meeting with the President [exhibit 2 11 convey the flavor 
of that meeting. I will quote from his note : 

“One-in-ten chance perhaps, but save Chile. 
“Not concerned risks involved. 
“No involvement of Embassy. 
“Ten million dollars available, more if necessary. 
“Full-time job-best men we have. 
“Make the economy scream.” 
Between October 5 and October 20, the CIA made 21 contacts with 

key military and police officials in Chile. Coup plotters were given 
assurances of st.rong support at the highest levels of the U.S. Govern- 
ment both before and after a coup. The CIA knew that t.he coup plans 
of all the various conspirators included the removal from the scene of 
Chilean Gen. Rene Schneider, the Chief of Staff of the Army and 
a man who opposed any coup. CIA officials passed three submachine 
guns to two Chilean officers on October 22. Later that day, General 
Schneider was mortally wounded in an abortive kidnap attempt. How- 
ever, the group which received CIA weapons was not the same group 
as the one which carried off the abortive kidnaping of Schneider. 

Along the other line of covert action, Track I, the U.S. Government 
considered a variet.y of means considered as constitutional or quasi- 
constitutional to prevent Allende from taking office. One of these was 
to induce the Christian Democrats to vote on October 24 for Alessandri 
instead of Allende, who finished in first place, with Alessandri to 
promise to resign immediately, thereby paving the way for new Presi- 
dential elections in which Frei would be a legitimate candidate. 

Another scheme considered by the government was to persuade 
Frei to step down, permitting the military to take power. 

Both the anti-Allende propaganda campa@ and the program of 
economic pressure were intended to support these efforts to prevent 
Allende’s accession to power. The propaganda campaign focused on 
the ills that would befall Chile should Allende be elected, while the eco- 
nomic offensives were intended to preview those ills and demonstrate 
the foreign economic reaction to an Allende presidency. 

A few examples: Journalist-agents traveled to Chile for on-t’he- 
scene reporting; by September 28. the CIA had journalists from 10 
different countries ‘in, or en route to, Chile. The CIA placed individual 
propaganda news items, financed a small newspaper. and engaged in 
other propaganda activities. 

Finally, the CIA gave special intelligence briefings to U.S. journal- 
ists. For example, Time magazine requested and received a CIA brief- 
ing on the situation in Chile, and, according to the CIA, the basic 
thrust and timing of the Time story on Allende’s victory were changed 
as a result of the briefing. 

In the end, of course. neither Track I nor Track II achieved its aim. 
On October 24, the Chilean Congress voted 153 to 35 to elect Allende. 
On November 4. he was inaugurated. U.S. efforts, both overt and co- 
vert, to prevent his assumption of office had failed. 

Now let me turn to covert action betn-een 1970 and 1973. As Mr. Mil- 
ler mentioned a moment ago. is his 1971 state of the world message. 
President, Sixon announced : “We’re prepared to have the kind of re- 

1 see B. 96. 
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lationship with the Chilean Government that it is prepared to have 
with US.” This cool but correct public posture was articulated by other 
senior o5cials. Yet? public pronouncements notwithstanding, after 
Allende’s inauguration, the 40 Committee approved a total of $7 mil- 
lion in covert support to opposition groups in Chile. That money also 
funded an extensive anti-Allende propaganda campaign. 

The general goal of United States covert action toward Allende’s 
Chile W&S to maximize pressures on his government to prevent iti 
internal consolidation and limit its ability to implement policies con- 
trary to U.S. interests in the hemisphere. That objective was stated 
clearly in a Presidential decision issued in early November 19’70. U.S. 
policy was designed to frustrate Allende’s experiment in the Western 
Hemisphere and thus limit its attractiveness as a model ; there was a 
determination to sustain the principle of compensation for U.S. firms 
nationalized by the Allende government. 

Throughout the Allende years, but especially after the first year of 
his government, the American Government’s best intelligence-Na- 
tional Intelligence Estimates, prepared by the entire intelligence com- 
munity-made clear that the more extreme fears about the effects of 
Allende’s eIection were not well-founded. There was, for example, 
never a significant threat of a Soviet military presence in Chile, and 
Allende was little more hospitable to activist exiles from other Latin 
American countries than had been his predecessor, Eduardo Frei. 
Nevertheless, those fears, sometimes exaggerated, appeared to have 
activated o5cials in Washington. 

Covert action formed one of a triad of official American actions 
toward Chile. Covert action supported a vigorous opposition to 
Allende, while the “correct but cool” overt posture denied the Allende 
government a handy foreign enemy to use as a rallying oint. The 
third line of U.S. action was economic. The United States B id what it 
could to put economic pressure on Chile and encourage other nations to 
adopt similar policies. 

The subject of this report is covert action, but those operations did 
not take place in a vacuum. It is worth spending a moment to de- 
scribe the economic pressures, overt and covert, which were applied 
simultaneously. The United States cut off further new economic aid 
to Chile, denied credits, and made partially successful efforts to en- 
list the cooperation of international financial institutions and private 
firms in tightening the economic squeeze on Chile. 

Now to turn to the effort of covert action itself. More than half of 
the 40 Committee-approved funds supported the opposition political 
parties in Chile: the Christian Democratic Party, the National Party, 
and several splinter groups. CIA funds enabled the major opposition 
parties to purchase their own radio stations and newspapers. All 
opposition parties were passed money prior to the April 1971 mu- 
nicipal elections, the March 1973 congressional elections, and periodic 
by-elections. Covert support also enabled the parties to maintain a 
vigorous anti-Allende propaganda campaign throughout the Allende 
years. 

Besides funding political parties, the 40 Committee approved large 
amounts to sustain opposition media and thus to maintain a large- 
scale propaganda campaign. 
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as mentioned before, $11/2 million went to one opposition publica- 
tion alone, the ma.jor Santiago newspaper, El Mercurio, Chile’s old- 
est newspaper. The U.S. Government calculated that El Mercurio, 
under pressure from the Allende government, would not survive with- 
out covert U.S. support. At the same time, however, CIA documents 
acknowledged that only El Mercurio, and to a lesser extent, the papers 
belonging to the opposition parties were under severe pressure from 
the Chilean Government. Freedom of the press continued in Chile 
until the military coup in 1973. 

Let me say just a word about two specific topics which have been the 
subject of great public interest: The first of these is U.S. relations with 
private sector opposition groups during the Allende years; the other 
is United States actions vis-a-vis the Chilean military. Covert support 
for private sector groups was a sensitive issue for the U.S. Government 
during this period because some of these groups were involved with 
anti-Government strikes and were known to agitate for a military in- 
tervention. In September 1972. the 40 Committee authorized $24,000 
for “emergency support” of a powerful businessmen’s organization. 
At the same time? the 40 Committee decided against financial support 
to other private sector organizations because of their possible involve- 
ment in anti-Government strikes. Tn October 1972, the 40 Committee 
approved $100,000 for three private sector groups, but, according to 
the CIA, this money was earmarked only for activities in support of 
opposition candidates in the March 1973 congressional elections. On 
August 20,1973, the 40 Committee approved further money for private 
sector groups, but that money was dependent on the approval of the 
U.S. Ambassador and Department of State, and none of these funds 
were passed before the military coup. 

american decisions during this period suggest a careful distinction 
between supporting opposition groups on one hand and aiding ele- 
ments trying to bring about a military coup on the other. But, given 
the turbulent conditions in Chile, such a distinction was difficult to 
sustain. There were many close lmks among the opposition political 
parties, private sector groups, militant trade associations, and the 
paramilitary groups of the extreme right. In one instance, a CIA- 
supported private sector group passed several thousand dollars to 
striking truck owners. That support was contrary to Agency ground- 
rules, and the CIA rebuked the group, but nevertheless passed it money 
the next month. 

With respect to the covert links with the Chilean military during the 
Allende years, the basic United States purpose was monitoring coup- 
plot.ting within the Chilean military. To that end, the CIA developed 
a number of information “assets” at various levels within the Chilean 
military. Once this network was in place by September 1971, the CIA 
station in Santiago and headquarters in Washington discussed how 
it should be used. 

At one point, the station in Santiago suggested that the ultimate goal 
of its military program was a military solution to the Chilean problem. 
But CIA headquarters cautioned that there was no 40 CommIttee ap- 
proval for the United States to become involved in coup plotting. 
There is no evidence that the United States did become so involved. 
Yet several CL4 efforts suggest a more active stance than merely 
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collecting information. One of these operations was a deception opera- 
tion involving the passage of information, some of it fabricated by 
the CIA, which would alert Chilean officers to real or purported Cuban 
involvement in the Chilean Army. 

At another point, the CIA station in Santiago provided short-lived 
financial support to one small magazine aimed at military officers. 

On September l&1973. of course, Salvador Allende was toppled by 
a military coup. Let me just say several words about Chile since the 
coup, and about United States covert action in Chile since that time. 

After the coup the military junta moved quickly to consolidate its 
political power. Political parties were banned, Congress was put in 
indefinite recess, and censorship was instituted. Supporters of Allende 
‘and others deemed opponents of the new regime were jailed, and the 
military leader., Augusto Pinochet, indicated that the military might 
have to rule Chile for two generations. 

The prospects for revival of democracy in Chile have not improved 
over the past 2 years. Charges concerning the violations of civil ri hts 
in Chile persist. Most recently, the United Nations report on Jill ‘le 
charged that torture centers are being operated in Santiago and other 
parts of the countr;g. The Pinochet government continues to revent 
international investigative groups from free movement in Chl e, and s 
in several instances, has not permitted these groups to enter Chile at 
all. 

After the coup, the United States covert action program in Chile 
sank dramatically. (No major new initiatives were undertaken, and 
what projects were continued operated at a low level. These consisted 
mainly of maintaining media assets and several other small activities. 

During tihis period, the CIA also renewed its liaison assets with 
CJhilean Government’s security and intelligence forces. However, in 
doing so the CIA was sensitive to worries that liaison with such orga- 
nizations would open the CIA to charges of political repression, and 
the CIA sought to insure that its support for activities designed to 
control external subversives was not used on internal subversives as 
well. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN. Thank you very much. That concludes the panel 

presentation. 
There is anotiher vote on the Senate floor. I think this might be a 

good time for a brief recess to give the members a chance to return. 
[A brief recess was taken.] 
The CHAIRMAN. The staff members on the panel have finished their 

presentation, and before we go to our next witnesses, Senator Gold- 
water has indicated that. he has some questions for the panel, and so I 
recognize Senator Goldwater for that purpose. 

Senator GOLDWATER. Mr. Miller, in your presentation, you say the 
record examined thus far shows that covert action programs over the 
past 30 years have been successful generally against weak nations and 
far less so against our major potential enemies. How many cases have 
you examined over the past 30 years? 

Mr. MILLER. How many cases has the committee staff reviewed? 
Well, in depth, Senator, we have done six. We have reviewed in gen- 
eral terms the entire scale of covert action, both in budgetary terms, 
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geographical coverage, and with some attempt to measure success and 
quality. 

The reasons for this disparity of success a 
tial enemies such as the Soviet Union and 8 

ainst the major poten- 
hina I think are fair1 

clear. Those nations have very strong authoritarian governments. t 9 
is very difficult to collect information there. It is very difficult to 
mount operations. It is not the case in the nations which are not 
authoritarian in structure or do not have such disciplined secret serv- 
ices, and have a police state that is not as effective as those of the 
Soviet Union and China, but I do not think I should go into any 
detail in open session. 

Senator GOLDWATER. Well, has the committee examined any cases 
that involved Soviet Russia or Red China or any other potential strong 
adversary 8 

Mr. MILLER. We have in certain areas. We have had an inquiry into 
particularly the areas of counterintelligence, and also the area of 
collection. 

Se.nator GOLDWATER. Are you saying we’ve conducted covert actions 
against major potential enemies? 

Mr. MILLER. There have been attem 
immediately following the end of the ii 

ts, particularly in the period 
econd World War, the bcgin- 

ning of the cold war. 
Senator GOLDWATER. Well, Mr. Chairman, I think this is a rather 

important statement. I know we cannot discuss it in public, but I would 
suggest that proper o5cials of the CIA be recalled to testify as to what 
we have done in this general field. If we are going to pick on Chile 
alone as an example of covert action while we have heard testimony 
that there have been covert actions against major enemies, I think we 
have to look into that also, and I would request that Mr. Bader or any 
representative of the CIA be called back to testify as to what we’re 
talking about when we hear this kind of testimony. 

The CHAIRMAN. Senator, I have no objection to your request of this 
committee. As far as I am concerned, I would like to examine all of 
these covert actions in the past, because I think so many of them have 
been wrong, and our problem is that we cannot, get the administration 
to agree to any kind of public presentation to any of these operations. 
It has only been as a result of very extended efforts that we have been 
able to present the Chilean case, to obtain the cooperation of the admin- 
istration in a very limited way, with respect to sanitizin 
tion to protect legitimate security interests of the Unitec States. We’ve P 

the presenta- 

had no such offer from the administration with respect to any covert 
operation. 

Senator GOLDWATER. We’ve heard nothing about any other covert 
action such as has been discussed by Mr. Miller. Had we heard of it, I 
think the Members on my side would certainly have requested that a 
study to be done, and I would suggest that if this team can do as 
thorough a job on Chile as they have done, they certainly ought to be 
able to do an equally good job on a much larger country such as the 
Soviet Union or Red China or any other large potential enemy. I 
don’t think we can let a statement like this stand. 

Now, if Mr. Miller wants to change it, fine. But I don’t want to see 
this made a matter of public record that we, without saying so, that we 
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have conducted covert actions against potential enemies of a large scale. 
I think this is wrong. 

However, before you start I might say that had we seen Mr. Miller’s 
statement before he read it, we might have been able to clear this up. 
We did not see any statements on this side of the table. We listened 
to them, and I think this is the first time in the whole history of this 
committee that the minority side has been sort of kept outside the tent. 

And I just want to register my protest against that kind of treat- 
ment. If the press is going to be given statements that we’re not al- 
lowed to see, I’ve served on these committees before and I can tell you, 
when the bell of end comes, that is when it rings. We didn’t see the 
report until we sat down today. If we’re going to have to put up with 
tha+ 

The CHAIRMAN. Senator Goldwater, may I simply say that no mem- 
ber of the committee on either side had the statement. That was an 
oversight on the art of the committee. Each member should have had 
these statements i efore every Senator. That is the normal procedure. 
That is the procedure that we have followed in the past and will follow 
in the future. This was purely an oversight and when it was called 
to my attention I immediately asked that the statements be placed 
before all members. 

Senator GOLDWATER. Well, I would like to have an answer to rnr 
request that we get a statement from the CIA-if they say they cant 
do it, then we’re going to have to go higher, to see what we’ve done 
against the Soviets and Red China, because to my knowledge we have 
done nothing. 

The CHAIRMAN. Well, the covert operations have been reviewed in 
executive session, all of them, and it has been the objection of the ad- 
ministration itself that has largely prevented the committee from 
developing any more cases in public session than this one, and so I 
have no objection to your request, Senator Goldwater, but I would 
solicit your help with the administration in hopes that we could clear 
the way for a public presentation of other covert actions. But it has 
been the opposition of the administration and their refusal to make 
witnesses available that has handicapped the committee in this regard. 

Senator GOLDWATER. It might have been done in some other admin- 
istration. I’d like to find out whether it happened under Kennedy 
or Johnson or Nixon or just who was the one that thought they could 
perpetrate a covert action upon the Soviets. That’s a rather sneaky 
task. I’d like to know how they came out, not that I’m opposed to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Well, Mr. Miller, do you have any further response 
to the Senator’s question ? 

Mr. MILLER. No; I will endeavor to fulfill Senator Goldwater’s 
request. I think that is the best response. 

The CHAIRMAN. Very well. 
Well, while the panel is here, if anybody wants to question members, 

please feel free. 
Senator Mondale? 
Senator MONDALE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
What do the records show to be the threat that we thought we had 

to meet by frustrating and overthrowing Allende Z 
Mr. TREVERTON. Let me say a word about that. The question is what 

the perception of officials in Washington was. 
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Senator MONDALE. Why did we want to get rid of Allende? What 
did our specialists say was at stake 8 

Mr. TREVERTON. There is some difficulty with that question because, 
as we pointed out in the report, there is some difference between what 
the Government’s intelligence specialists-the national intelli,wnce 
estimates-were saying about Chile and the threat it posed to the 
United States and what senior officials apparently believed. 

Senator MONDALE. In other words, this was the apparatus that we 
established to collect information and evaluate it, is that right Z 

Mr. TREVERTON. That’s right. 
Senator MOXDALE. What did they say about the threat that Mr. Al- 

lende posed to this country ?1 
Mr. INDERJWRTH. I think the threats perceived by officials had to do 

with the presence of the Soviets in Chile and the question of subversion 
of other Latin American Governments using Chile as a base. There was 
a concern about a movement by Allende, despite the fact that he had 
been elected constitutionally, down the road toward a Marxist totali- 
tarian state. 

There was a press conference given September 16, 197~it was a 
background press briefing-in which Dr. Kissinger referred to the ir- 
reversibility of the Chilean election, meaning that it was, doubtful 
there would be another free election in Chile. 

So I think there were these concerns, as well as economic concerns. 
The United States had quite a bit of private capital invested in Chile. 
I think these were the motivating factors. 

Now, in our examination of the NIE’s, over a period of time, the 
threat that Allende posed to Chile semed to be less shrill. 

Senator MONDALE. On page 229 of our assassination report the 
CIA’s Director of Intelligence circulated an intelligence community 
assessment on the impact of the Allende government on U.S. national 
interest. 

Mr. INDERJXJRTH. That’s right. 
Senator MONDALE. September 7,197O. It says that : One, the United 

States has no vital national interest in Chile but there could be 
some economic losses ; two, the world military balance would not be 
significantly altered by the Allende government; three, an Allende 
victory would create considerable political and psychological cost and 
the hemisphere would be threatened by the challenge of Allende. Is 
that right ? 

Mr. INDERFURTH. Yes, sir. 
Senator MOXDALE. So that in terms of this Nation’s interest, at least 

the 1970 estimate was that it did not directly threaten America. 
Mr. INDERFURTH. That’s correct. 
Senator MONDALE. Now did Mr. Allende ever act in a way which 

undermined the democratic procedures established by the constitution 
of Chile? 

Mr. INDERFURTH. That has been the subject of debate. Charges 
have been raised about his opposition to political parties, as well as 
his opposition to the media. We have looked into both of those areas 
and despite the fear that there would never be another free election 
in Chile, there were in fact national elections, municipal elections, 
there were congressional elections. trade union elections continued, the 
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political parties survived. Of course today you see there are no politi- 
cal parties functioning in Chile. 

Concerning the press, the record there does indicate that Allende 
was exerting some pressure on the opposition press, especially El 
Mercurio. There were instances in which radio stations were closed. 
I think the number is three. El Mercurio itself was closed down for a 
day, but the court invalidated that and it was reopened the next day. 
There are also charges that the government was attempting to take 
over a paper company which was the supplying company for news- 
print in Chile. The government backed off. 

The NE’s took note of this growing government domination of 
the press, but indicated that El Mercurio had managed to retain its 
indipdence and had been able to continue operating. This was in 
1971. 

In 1972 the NIE stated that the opposition news media in Chile per- 
sisted in denouncing the Allende regime and continued to resist gov- 
ernment intimidation. At no point during Allende.‘s regime was t,here 
press censorship. Of course that is the case today. 

So I think the record shows that in some ways he was moving force- 
fully to stifle some of the opposition press, but certainly not all. 

Senator MONDALE. In the hearings with Mr. David Phillips, who 
had extensive background and experience in Chile, I asked him 
whether it was his Judgment that although Allende was Marxist and 
espoused Marxism, he also wanted to achieve this through the demo- 
cratic process, and althou h there was some rough stuff in the press, 
whether that was essential P y the course he was pursuing. 

Mr. Phillips said-1 don’t recall what he said but he indeed acted 
that, way. And I asked Mr. Phillips if Allende attempted to achieve 
his Marxist philosophy with popular support under the constitutional 
system. Mr. Phillips said that, yes; essentially that is true. 

Mr. INDERFURTH. That is the record we have seen. In Chile they 
have a term for it, u&z pec;f;ca, the peaceful road, which is the road 
that Allende had followed. He had run for the presidency four times, 
each time coming back to try again. And the record is unclear, ob- 
viously, where he would have taken Chile. 

Senator MONDALE. They were afraid that although he had never 
made a move by force to take it over, that he might. 

Mr. INDERFURTH. That was the concern. 
Senator MONDALE. Even though he’d never done it. 
Mr. INDERFURTH. That’s right. 
Senator MONDALE. I think Mr. Kissinger, when we asked him that, 

said what we were afraid of was that he would establish a Com- 
munist-dominated dictatorship very similar to Portugal. 

Mr. INDERFKJRTH. He’s used that example as well as Cuba. The fear 
of another Cuba in Latin America was very strong. 

Senator MONDALE. Thank 
The CHAIRMAN. Senator & 

ou, Mr. Chairman. 
art. 

Senator HART of Colorado. I don’t know to which member of the 
staff to direct the question, but there have been suggestions that a con- 
siderable amount of the money that was funneled into Chile from this 
country went into assistance of labor unions, trade unions, in Chile in 
support of strike efforts against the Allende government. Could you 
provide information to the committee in this regard as to amounts of 
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money and whether substantial amounts did in fact provide covert sup- 
port to strikers, particularly between 1971 and 1973 8 

Mr. INDERFURTH. I think the record here is clear, at least at the ap- 
proval stage. We have reviewed the records and there was never a 40 
Committee authorization for funding strikers in Chile. 

Shortly before the cou there was a CIA recommendation for fund- 
ing the strikers. It is uric P ear whether or not that proposal ever reached 
the 40 Committee, but it is clear that the 40 Committee never approved 
any funds; 40 Committee approval for funding private sector organi- 
zations is another matter. These organizations were sympathetic to and 
in support of the strikers, and on three separate occasions the 40 Com- 
mittee did approve funding for these private sector organizations. 

The total amount authorized was something over $1 million. The 
total amount spent was something around $100,000. 

NOW these funds were provided with the contingency that they 
would not filter down to the strikers, but at least in one instance they 
did. The sum was rather small, $2,800. These funds did go through a 
private sector organization to a striking group. This was against the 
Agency’s ground rules for funding strikers. In fact, Nat.haniel Davis, 
U.S. Ambassador to Chile, and the State Department, had strenuously 
objected to any funding of the strikers. 

So I think where we come out is that the 40 Committee never ap- 
proved any funds. A small amount did, however, filter down. 

Whether or not other CIA money that went into private sector op- 
erations or political parties ever made it to the strikers, we have not 
been able to determine from the record. 

Senator HART of Colorado. Why was there a policy against this as- 
sistance to strikers? 

Mr. ISDERFIJRTH. There’s no question that the strikers were creating 
the climate in which a military coup appeared to be inevitable. So any 
direct assist.ance to the strikers would be directly heating up, building 
up, tension in Chile, which eventuallv did lead to the coup. 

So we would support El Mercurio and the political parties. But 
when you moved into the private sector area, you got closer and closer 
to the real tension within the society and eventually to the coup. 

So I think that was a concern. 
Senator HART of Colorado. That% all, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAX. Do any other Senators desire to ask questions of 

the panel. Senator Schweiker P 
Senator SCHWEIKER. Yes, Mr. Chairman. In what time frame did we 

start funding El Mercurio ? Do you have any kind of date as to when 
we started putting money into El Mercurio as a CIA expenditure’? 

Mr. Tnzvznrox. The first funds went to El Mercurio in the late fall 
of 1970 or the early spring of 1971. 

Senator SCHWEIKER. Did we previously put money into assets prior 
to that period in El Mercurio? 

Mr. TREWRTON. Yes. Part of that period we financed assets-that is, 
people who worked for El Mercurio and who received small amounts 
of money from the CIA to write or run stories favorable to American 
interests. 

We had not prior to that time provided substantial support to the 
operation of the paper. 

Senator SCHWEIKER. And we are not certain when the support for 
the operation began, or are we ? 
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Mr. TREVERTON. We are certain. I just don’t have it right here in front 
of me. 

Senator SCHWEIKER. Is it prior to our involvement with going ahead 
with the 1970 program against Allende? Or don’t we have that ? 

Mr. TREVJZRTON. It would have been after Allende’s inauguration- 
that is? after the Track I, Track II period, after the election period. It 
came m the period after Allende’s inauguration. We decided on the 
program to support opposition parties and media. 

Senator SCHWEIKER. Would it have been before the September 15 
meeting in 1970 1 

Mr. TREVRRTON. It was after that. It was either November 1970, or 
April 1971. Perhaps I can give you the exact date. Perhaps it was as 
late as September 1971, so it was surely after the 1970 election period. 

Senator SCHWEIKER.. That’s all I have, Mr. Chairman. Thank you. 
The CHAIRMAN. Senator Huddle&on? 
Senator HUDDLESTON. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
I’ve not heard all the questionin and I hope I’m not repetitious. 

In our relationship with the remova and subsequent death of General 7 
Schneider it was not clear that our policy was that he should not be 
done away with. There was no tension there, although we were at- 
tempting to foment a coup d’etat to prevent the ascension of Allende 
to the presidency. And, I think its important to understand that the 
reason that General Schneider had to be removed was that even though 
he was not a particular sympathizer with Allende, he was a constitu- 
t,ionalist, and he believed in his Government’s constitution, which sub- 
ordinated the military to civilian rule. And because of that, he was not 
interested in leading a coup or participating in one. 

Is that not accurate ? 
Mr. TREVERTON. Yes ; those points are correct and well taken. 
Senator HUDDLESTON. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN. Any further questions of this panel? If not, thank 

H 
ou very much, gentlemen. We will call the next three witnesses, Mr. 
alph Dungan, Mr. Charles Meyer, and Mr. Edward Kerry. 
[Pause.] 
The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen, in accordance with the practice of the 

committee would ou stand and be sworn? 
Do you solemn y swear that all the testimony you will give in this T 

proceeding will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. KORRP. I do. 
Mr. PUNQAN. I do. 
Mr. MEPER. I do. 
The CHAIRMAN. Thank you. 
I understand each of you has an opening statement and perhaps the 

logical way to proceed would be chronologically, starting with Mr. 
Dungan, please. 

TESTIMOBY OF RALFH DIJINJAlV, FORMER UNITED STATES 
AMRASSADOR TO CHILE 

Mr. DUNGAN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I appreciate your 

invitation to testify in this public hearing on U.S. intelhgence activi- 
ties in Chile. You are ultimately interested, I take it, in the question of 
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what changes in policies, laws, and administrative procedures are indi- 
cated as a result of this committee’s inquiries and other information 

- which has been made public recently. 
I am prepared to answer questions about any matter of interest to 

the committee about which I had knowledge and which I can recollect, 
but I shall refrain with your indulgence from mentioning names of 
either Chilean or U.S. nationals. As a citizen who for many years 
in and out of Government had advocated stringent curbs on covert 
action, I must candidly state that I have very serious doubts that fur- 
ther 

P 
ublic disclosure of specific instances of excess, of illegal or im- 

mora operations are necessary to enable the Congress to act forth- 
rightly, intelligently, and effectively in correcting what has been for 
many years-we now see with the amazing clarity of hindsight-a 
national disgrace. But whatever the commMee’s decision is with re- 
pect to the revelation of specific actions, I intend to assist in any way 
that you think I can in your difficult task. With the greatest respect 
to the members of this committee, to the Senate, to the House? it is 
well to remember that to the extent that excesses have occurred in the 
past in Chile, or elsewhere, they have transpired under imprecise 
congressional mandates, haphazard congressional oversight, and with 
moneys provided by the Congress. 

During the 1964-67 period, wjhen I was Ambassador to Chile, U.S. 
covert activities in Chile were not extensive and most were irrelevant 
to and not directed at Chilean political institutions. They were on the 
whole directed toward the gathering and cross checking of intelli- 
gence about internal. hemispheric, and international affairs. The chief 
of station was an old hand in Latin America and had a strong bias 
toward the intelligence function and shared my personal skepticism 
about the desirability or utility of U.S. involvement in covert activi- 
ties not specifically oriented toward t& collection of intelligence. The 
names of CIA agents or sources were not made known to me except 
on specific request. Fir&hand sources tended to be on the political 
right. 

In addition to covert intelligence gathering there were three other 
types of covert activities-my classification : those involving interna- 
tional targets or problems such as surveillance of suspected agents 
from other countries; those activities of the agency of a benign na- 
ture-my term, benign-albeit interventionist,, such as support for a 
private agency engaged in social or economic development ; and finally 
those directed toward the influencing of some Chilean institution, in- 
dividual, or even for the purpose of producing a result which osten- 
sibly advanced U.S. interests. 

None of these three types of actions was extensively engaged in 
Chile during tlhe 1964-67 period. To the extent that they were, espe- 
cia!ly as regards the latter category, that is, intervening political 
activity, they were reprehensible m principle, I now believe. I might 
add that at the time they were relatively harmless and ineffective. 

To sum up, during the 196&6’7 peiiod in Chile relatively little 
covert ac.tivity was undertaken and little of more than marginal sig- 
nificance or effectiveness was directed at Chilean institutions or politi- 
cal processes. 

It seems to me, Mr. Ch,airman, that we should accept the fact that 
covert activity has oharacterized and will continue to characterize 
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statecraft. It would be foolish and hypocritical for the Congress or the 
executive branch to pretend that we can, will, or should abstain from 
covert activity. Nor do I think that it is realistic to confine covert 
actions by law solely to intelligence gathering or counterintelligence, 
much as one might be tempted to follow this course. 

I noted with interest the staff report ,makes that point very clear. 
You cannot distinguish intelligence from other kinds of covert 
activity. 

On the other hand, the inquiries of this committee seem to me to 
establish conclusively the urgent need to define with greater clarity 
and precision than in the past, the limits we impose on ourselves in 
utilizing covert action in the pursuit of our objectives. Of equal im- 
portance is the necessity to establish processes and procedures which 
establish an effective system of checks and balances in accordance with 
the fundamental constitutional principle to which we subscribe. I sub- 
mit that as regards our treatment of covert action we have neglected 
to apply rigorously either this principle or the principle of enumer- 
ated powers. 

It is difficult to specify in detail covert, actions which may be utilized 
but I believe that Congress should examine the basic statutes under 
which the Agency operates with a view to introducing general pro- 
hibitions against certain types of actions except under extraordinary 
circumstances and pursuant to specific approvals defined by regula- 
tion. For example, one might wish to prohibit generally any action to 
be taken outside the United States which if committed in the con- 
tinental limits would be subject to criminal penalties. Murder would be 
one of those. I do not mean to suggest that this is the only or neces- 
sarily the most important statutory guideline or restriction. I use it 
only as an example. 

If anything is clear from the record you have compiled and from 
the experience of many over the years, it IS that individuals at all levels 
have taken great liberties without the knowledge or authorization or 
any responsible person or group. To be fair, responsible persons may 
have knowingly or unwittingly given some srgnal or tacit approval, or 
so it may have been perceived by those with operational responsibility. 
Suffice it to say that it is high time we state at least in general what 
type of covert actions we as a Nation believe are permissible and in 
accord with our values and traditions 

I think that with respect to our intelligence activities, we have for- 
gotten that we are a Government of laws and not of men. We have 
relied excessively on the best and the brightest. We need to return 
to a system grounded in law, regulation, and procedure. Therefore, I 
believe that, at a minimum, we need to develop more explicit pro- 
cedures which must be followed, and approvals which must be obtained 
before departing from the usual standards which should be set forth 
generally in statute and, with greater particularity, in regulation. 

Mr. Chairman, as important as a general statutory definition of the 
rules of the game is, it is of paramount importance that a structure 
of statutory and regulatory checks and balances be created promptly. 
One should strive for simple mechanisms so that the lines of responsi- 
bility and accountability are clear and unambiguous. 

My experience and a reading of the record suggests that any future 
President would be well advised to appoint a deputy to the National 
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Security Advisor whose sole responsibility would be to monitor intelli- 
gence activities of all agencies, especially covert actions. It is apparent 
to me now and should have been in years past, that the special 
intricacies of this field and the special responsibility of the President 
strongly suggests the need for more capability than we had in the 
early 1960’s in the Office of the National Securit Adviser. Those who 
might argue that this arrangement unnecessari y concentrates in the P 
President’s Office superoperational power ignore, I believe, the burden 
which the President bears in this area and his need for capable, in- 
formed, and independent judgment. 

While I feel less secure in this suggestion because I do not consider 
myself an expert in the internal organization and structure of the 
CIA, I think it worth considering the adverse results which often- 
times flow from the establishment of a permanent organization and 
cadre of bright, active persons. Like any other bureaucracy, private or 
public, an established group tends, following the Parkinson principle, 
to generate work to keep it occupied. Where, as I believe has been 
the case with CIA, a unit is amply funded and prides itself in being 
gung ho and capable of response to the most extravagant demands, ;YOU 
have the ingredients of trouble. If you add a degree of ideologrcal 
bias within the unit and lack of restraint by political authority out- 
side the unit, almost any excess is imaginable. 

All of this leads me to suggest that a drastic cutback in the number 
of persons involved both in the field and Washington should be ex- 
amined. As regards what is now known as DDO, I would venture to 
say that the elimination of permanent personnel and units dedicated to 
the perfection of devices or techniques to meet esoteric contingences 
would go far to eliminate some of the excesses which have crept into 
the system, and which you have documented very well. 

I do not maintain that there are some capabilities which should be 
maintained at the ready, but I suspect that most could be energized as 
requirements arose and that any delays which might be involved would 
be beneficial rather than otherwise. 

I am hopeful that these few remarks may be helpful to the com- 
mittee, Mr. Chairman, and I stand ready to answer any questions you 
may have. 

The CHAIRITAN. Thank you very much, Mr. Dungan. 
Mr. Meyer? 

TESTIMORY OF CHARLES A, MEYER, FORMER ASSISTART SRCRE- 
TARY OF STATE FOR IRTER-AMERICAR AFFAIRS 

Mr. MEYER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, distinguished Senators. 
I am present by your invitation, Mr. Chairman, and as I wrote this 

011 December 3, I hadn’t received for study your committee paper on 
Chile. I had received the published document on alleged assassination. 
And quite obviously, I hadn’t a clue as to the staff statement which 
I understood would introduce this meeting. 

My statement, therefore, does not respond to any of the s ecifics of 
your Chilean examination except that I am not, have never een, and % 
never expect to be part.y to assassination. 

Instead, if I may, I’ll simply say that my reason for being here 
in the context of the long work of your committee is that I believe 
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it is fundamentally of great importance to our country. I know little 
or nothing of the domestic aspect of your work-I’m focused on the 
international aspect. 

I want to start with a bit from the past, an excerpt from a fascinat- 
ing article in, Smithsonian Magazine of January 19’75. The article, by 
Robert VVallace, is called, in short, “The B,arbary VVars.” 

In Washington, Eaton, the U.S. Consul in Tunis, laid before Jefferson a scheme 
that had been developing among Americans in the Mediterranean for a couple 
of years. The Bashaw of Tripoli was a usurper, having stolen the throne from 
an older brother who was now wandering forlornly somewhere in Africa. Eaton 
proposed to find the brother, give him sympathy and support, and install him as 
rightful head of state. Jefferson approved the idea and thus was launched the 
flrst, although not the last, American effort to overthrow an objectionable foreign 
ruler and put a cooperative one in his place. Jefferson also chose to have that 
plot proceed quietly, in twilight. He would send the would-be bashaw, through 
Eaton, a few artillery pieces and 1,000 small arms. Eaton himself was to be given 
a vague title-“Navy agent of the United States for Barbary regencies”-and 
placed under the jurisdiction of the commodore of the Mediterranean squadron. 
If  he could accomplish something, fine. If  not, small loss. 

This issue, resolved by the U.S. Navy in 1815 was piracy against 
American merchantmen and tribute paid by the U.S.A. It was in mod- 
ern translation, expropriation with negative compensation. 

Interestingly, the Barbary mars story, while unique in its time and 
place, has in it many of the seeds which over 160 years have grown into 
the forest of U.S. interest versus foreign policy versus practice, which 
this committee is trying, or so it seems to me, to cut its way through, 
not just intelligence. 

Speaking to intelligence, I have to reminisce about visiting Presi- 
dent Kenned 
outside the is 

at his request shortly after the Bay of Pigs. He met me 
val 05ce door and after hellos from both families, he 

held his arm next to mine and said, “Hey, look, we’re wearing the 
same suit.” I answered, “Not exactly, Mr. President, because I bought 
mine at X and you bought yours at Y.” He looked at me, paused, 
smiled wryly and said, 
better than mine.” 

‘ Charlie, your intelligence is a hell of a lot 

In support of his implication, I understand-and I hope accurate- 
character of an intelligence capability of the highest order as indis- 
pensable to the national and vital interests of our country and indeed 
the free world. 

If that is correct, the next question is, what do you do with it. And 
that question cannot be fully answered without concurrent considera- 
tion of the evolution of : 

The perceived national interests, and the perceived vital interests of 
our country. 

The actions taken in the defense of these interests. 
The decisionmaking process, both in, relation to definition of na- 

tional and vital interest and in relation to actions taken. 
All of us know that the Congress has played a large part in the overt 

decisionmaking process in relation to national interest, and the laws 
of our land are heavy with overtly interventionist intent. 

All of us know that an overview linkage has long existed between 
the Executive and the legislative in the pure intelligence area, desig- 
nating those on the Hill, by congressional action, who had a “need to 
know.” 
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Therefore, when asked, as I constantly have been, what is the 
Church committee trying to do, I’ve replied that I believed that this 
committee under your chairmanship, Senator Church, was working 
apolitically toward a responsible mechanism for definition of and 
defense of the national interest-further, that I thought I knew many 
of you well enough to be able to discern a high level of concern for the 
future quality of and maintenance of U.S. moral leadership in concert 
with the responsibility of political and economic and military pre- 
eminence, and in a very tough world. 

Given the accuracy of that evaluation, and the excellence of the staff 
work done to date, I have in honesty asked myself the question con- 
tinuously whether the committee really needs further testimony in 
depth on any geographical or national area. That is not a question 
motivated by SYA-but rather by the hope that the formation by new 
parameters for policy and practice at the dawn of our third century 
does not require that we throw the baby out with the bath water. 

You all recognize that any action by the U.S.A.-or even perhaps 
specifically the action of revelation--can be destabilizing where least 
expected. My point is not whitewash but that the staff has information 
from which to proceed constructively. We three here, as Ralph has al- 
ready said, and countless others, can be useful in consultation toward 
a desired end and can be helpful in arriving at answers to the many 
parts of the great questions your committee has raised, generic ques- 
tions from the past, but most importanly, questions for the future and 
not answered easily : 

Who in our sovereign Nation should define and periodically update 
our national and vital interests? 

Who shall be the judge as to whether intelligence collected indicated 
movements inimical to our interests? 

What may our sovereign Nation do, if anything, when intelligence 
is judged to indicate movements inimical to our interests, and who 
makes that decision ? 

And a question of my own-given the ideal solutions to these ques- 
tions, what should our Nation do about the kiss-and-tell syndrome 
which confuses public confession and traitorous action. I wonder if 
somebody wrote that with an expatriate entrepreneur agent in mind. 

The future credibility of the U.S.A. will be tough to maintain no 
matter how high the level of international judiciousness to which we 
aim if nobody trusts the U.S.A. to keep a shared confidence in con- 
fidence or a shared secret in secret. I know that all of you know from 
career experiences that one of the agonizing processes in any aspect 
of public life is that of learning what not to disclose. 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, it has taken me since Thanksgiving 
Day to compress a kaleidoscopic view of the complex world out there 
and my 4 years in it into these observations. They are not subjectively 
motivated, but they do reflect my objective conviction of the great re- 
sponsibilities you have shouldered. 

Thank you for your invitation. 
The CHAIRBIAS. Thank you, Mr. Meyer, for your statement. We have 

a vote again. I think we had better stretch so we will hold a brief 
recess for the vote. 

[A brief recess was taken.] 
The CHAIRMAX. The members of the panel will please return. 



29 

Mr. Korry, you have a statement you would like to make at this 
time 1 

TESTIMONY OF EDWARD M. KORRY, FORMER U.S. 
AMBASSADOR TO CHILE 

*Mr. KORRT. Thank you, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen. 
I requested the CL4 program in Chile. I planned much of the covert 

action in 1970. I drafted most of the policy that the United States pur- 
sued with t.he allende government in 1971, the year of my departure. 
I met with President Xixon in the Oval Office 2 weeks before General 
Schneider was murdered. I talked with Dr. Kissinger before and 
after that grotesque and inexcusable episode, and met with several 
layers of CIA official men. I was propositioned by key Chileans anxious 
to involve the United States in hair-brained plots. I even attended a 
40 Committee meeting. 

Yet this is the first time I appear before your committee. For the 
past year I assumed, and I requested and demanded, finally I implored 
to be interrogated by you gentlemen. I said, as I said today, that every 
cable of mine, good and bad, and there were plenty of ,bad ones, could 
be open to the public. No Daniel has ever tried so hard to ,get inside 
the lion’s den. 

The CHAIRMAN. Well, you are here, Mr. Korry. 
Mr. KORRY. Yes. The equivalent of due process is what I was count- 

ing upon; fair play, decency, justice, call it what you will, guaranteed, 
I thought, at least one occasion to talk to you before you wrote and 
published a report which deals with serious public issues, grave ques- 
tions of morality, and which invokes my name often. 

Again, and again, you, Senator Church, and your staff promised a 
hearing. The fact, though? is that I was barred from speaking to this 
committee, even in executive session, before your assassination report 
was published and propagated, even delayed this public appearance 
until they had their second report on Chile written, reviewed and ready 
for printing. 

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Kerry, I don’t mean to interrupt you because 
if we’re going to make charge- 

Mr. KORRY. I will make many so, sir, so perhaps it would be better 
to save it to the end. 

The CHAIRMAN. I just want. to say that you were interviewed for 
about 5 hours by a member of the staff. At that time we were looking 
into the assassination question. We were informed by the staff that YOU 
had no knowledge. Your transcript showed that you had no knowledge 
of the so-called Track II, which was the thing we were looking at, and 
it was for that reason that we didn’t call you in executive session for 
further testimony. It was not for the purpose of excluding you. We 
were looking for witnesses at that time who could give us testimony 
relating to the general subject of assassination, which was then the sub- 
ject of our executive hearing. But it was not for any purpose of exclud- 
ing you. 

The staff member who interviewed you concluded that you had no 
information to give on that subject. That was the only reason why you 
were not called. 
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Mr. KORRY. Mr. Chairman, if I may respond to just that one point, 
if that were true, Mr. Treverton, the man who interviewed me, would 
not have written subsequently to me asking me to be prepared to ad- 
dress myself to questions on the assassination report. I will submit his 
letter in the record. [Exhibit 3.*] 

So, to get back to the narrative. I wrote a 2?‘1/2 page typewritten 
statement, 10,000 words, which you received October 28, according to 
the Postal Service. I asked that each Senator be given a copy promptly 
SO that each would have 1 full week to consider it with care, but with- 
out publicity, before I testified on the scheduled date, November 4. I 
thought it was only fair and honorable to give you an opportunity to 
review the rather meaty disclosures I make, as well as the charges I 
level against you, Senator Church, and the staff of another committee 
that you chair. 

I also wanted everyone to reflect on some rescuing truths that Amer- 
ica deserves and needs, truths that will push some air into the suf- 
focating national guilt that you, Mr. Chairman, have done so much in 
the past 3 years to propagate. 

Your staff, though? blamed your peers, Senator Church, for the 
decision that the public hearing be delayed. I was told that you, Sena- 
tor, wanted the hearing, but minority members? Republicans, were 
responding to White House pressure. The majority members, Demo- 
crats, were chary about what might be said in public concerning the 
Kennedy years. 

I now formally resubmit that written statement for the record. 
[Exhibit 4.2] 
The CHAIRMAN. Well, for the record, then, it is incumbent upon me 

to say that your original statement, when it was received, was distrib- 
uted to all members of the committee. 

Mr. KORRY. I didn’t say that it wasn’t. 
The CHAIRMAN. They did have an opportunity to read it, and I 

received no special request, based upon the reading of this document, 
that you be called at executive session from any member of the com- 
mittee, Republican or Democrat. 

Mr. KORRY. The assassination report was sent to me after it was 
made public, out of courtesy, your staff wrote, with what I considered 
to be an exquisite irony. And I read it ; I comprehended why it was in- 
dispensable that we be kept apart. Almost every page of the chapter 
dealing with Chile, almost every page, that is, of which I have some 
knowledge of the facts, contains a dishonesty, a distortion, or a 
doctrine. 

Much is made in the assassination report of the “two tracks” that 
the U.S. policy followed in Chile in September and October of 1970. 
The report stitches a new myth to suit some consciences or some 
ambitions or some institutions. There are many who it might wish 
the public and history to believe that no real difference existed be- 
tween the diplomatic Track I that I followed, and the covert mili- 
tary Track II that the White House launched. It is hogwash. Track 
I followed Mr. Frei, then the President of Chile and its constitu- 
tional leader. It adopted certain minimal and cosmetic suggestions 
put forward by one purportedly in President Frei’s confidence. Track 

1 See ,&I, 97. 2 see p. 100. 
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I led nowhere because President Frei would not encourage or lead 
any Chilean military action, and because I would neither have the 
United States through the CIA, or anyone else even in the private 
community, assume a responsibility that had to be Chilean. I never 
informed President Frei of the money which was authorized for 
work for Track I, and not a penny, as you also say, was spent on it. 

Track 11, on the other hand, did not deal with ,Frei, did not seek 
his concurrence, did not follow his lead, did not pretend to be within 
any constitutional framework of Chile. Track II is the track to which 
I’ve often alluded and to which my Embassy had alluded in cables 
since 1969. The Socialist Party, Allende’s party, had conspired with 
the same plotters in 1969’s abortive coup by General Viaux and the 
extreme left that is part of Allende’s party, was very much involved, 
as the Embassy reported. Indeed, the Allende government was re- 
markably lenient in its punishment of killers, of Schneider’s killers, 
and of those incriminated, because among other considerations, the 
military investigators who tracked and named the murderers and 
their accomplices discovered the links to the extreme left activists 
who were intimates of and supporters of Allende. 

Now, why suppress that? Because of the propensity for rewriting 
history, I state here some of the actions that I took to follow a policy 
totally different in direction than Track II and to protect the United 
States from any complicity in Chilean military inventions. 

A. I barred, from 1969 on, any U.S. Embassy or U.S. military con- 
tact with the circle around General Viaux, the man who planned the 
murder of Schneider. I renewed this ban in the strongest terms again 
and again in 1970 and thereafter. 

B. I barred the CIA, in late 1968 or early 1969, from any opera- 
tional contact with the Chilean military without my prior knowledge 
and approval. I can recall no permissive instance, from any contact 
with President Frei or any minister or deputy minister, from any 
contact with any major political figure without my prior approval, 
which was rarely given, or any contact with the head of, or a leading 
figure in a government agency. 

C. I informed the Frei government at great personal risk, without 
daring to inform the White House, in the September 15 to October 15 
period of 1970, of the most likely assassin of Allende? a military man 
who was then involved in provocative acts, bombmgs throughout 
Santiago. Major Arturo Marshal, General Viaux’s right hand man, 
was arrested thereafter, a few days before the assassination of Gen- 
eral Schneider. Why suppress that? 

D. I dissauded U.S. private citizens who were about to be drawn 
into the machinations of Chilean military opponents of Allende in 
the September-October 1970 period. I steered them clear, on pain of 
being reported to their home offices. 

E. I informed the Frei government unequivocally in September and 
in October 1970 on several occasions that the United States had not 
supported, had not encouraged, would not support any action by the 
Chilean military taken outside the constitution, independent of Presi- 
dent Frei. 

F. I consistently warned the Nixon administration,.starting in early 
1970. months before the election, that the Chilean military was no Pol- 
icy alternative in Chile. I was pressed in September and October by 
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Washington to develop possible scenarios for independent Chilean 
military intervention in Chile. Without exception, my responses ex- 
cluded all possibilities. Indeed, I warned gratuitously and very 
st,rongly on two occasions that if anyone were considering such schemes, 
it would be disastrous for U.S. interests. 

Let me read from two cables sent to Undersecretary of State U. 
Alexis Johnson and Dr. Henry Kissinger, so that the public can judge 
for itself. 

One, on September 25: “Aside from the merits of a coup and its 
implications for the United States, I am convinced wecannot provoke 
one and that we should not run any risks simply to have another Bay of 
Pigs. Hence I have instructed our military and CAS” that is, the CIA, 
“not to engage in the encouragement of any kind.” 

Again on October 9, the same two addresses, “Eyes Only,” “In sum, 
I think any attempt on our part actively to encourage a coup could lead 
us to a Bay of Pigs failure. I am appalled to discover that there is 
liaison for terrorists and coup plotting,” names deleted. “I have never 
been consulted or informed of what, if any, role the United States may 
have in the financing of” names deleted. “An abortive coup, and I and 
my chief State colleagues, FSO’s, are unalterably convinced that this 
is what is here under discussion, not more beknownst to me, would be an 
unbelieved disaster for the United States and for the President. It’s 
consequences would be to strongly reinforce Allende now and in the 
future, and do the gravest harm to U.S. interests throughout Latin 
America, if not beyond.” 

G. I was so alarmed by a coup possibility that I requested my deputy, 
now the U.S. Ambassador to Venezuela, in late September or early 
October to investigate my suspicion that the CIA was “up to something 
behind my back.” I questioned him and others closely and repeatedly 
as to whether they had discovered anything corroborative. No one could 
find any basis for suspicion. So I asked on October 1 to fly to Washing- 
ton for consultations on how to deal with Allende in office. Permission 
was refused for 10 days. I requested in that same cable that executive 
sessions be arranged with Senators and Congressmen. Permission was 
denied. At no time did I suggest or did Washington instruct me to work 
for the overthrow of the Allende government. Let that be ver clear. 
At no time, to my knowledge, did the United States engage in i!i ribery 
of any Chilean Congressman, at no time did anyone give me a green 
light? in September 1970, or any instruction in t,hat period, not firmly 
predicated on prior constitutional action and concurrence of the Frer 
government. 

At no time until I read it 4 years later in the New York Times, did 
I see or hear the word “destabilize” in connection with the policy to- 
ward the Allende government. 

At no time did I recommend nor did I receive instructions from 
Washington to follow with the Allende government any policy other 
than the one I launched, against Presidential preference, the policy I 
launched and pursued to reach ‘an understanding with it ; m&he sole pol- 
icy to which I adhered throughout my 4 full years in Chile was to 
protect’ and to strengthen liberal and progressive democracy in one of 
the shrinking circle of nations that practices that form of government. 

I told President Nixon in the Oval Office in mid-October 1970 that 
the United States had to avoid a self-fulfilling prophecy however cor- 
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rect my reporting and analysis might be, by seeking generally an un- 
derstanding with Allende, starting even before his inauguration. I 
said this effort need not prevent subsidies by the CIA to nonconform- 
ist media and to nonconformist, nonextremist political parties which 
we knew, we knew from superb CIA penetrations and from excellent 
State Department reporting were soon going to be squeezed to the 
wall. 

Starting a fortnight after Allende’s inauguration in mid-November 
1970, the United States, through me, with the support of the State 
Department, made an unremitting, strenous, innovative effort to reach 
a TMKI?UJ &mm& with Allende, the culmination of which was to offer 
to hare the U.S. Treasury guarantee long-term bonds of the Chilean 
Government. 

And I woud like to submit the declassified cable [exhibit 5 ‘1 sum- 
marizing that entire effort. It is my only copy SO I would appreciate 
it if somebody would make a copy and return It. 

The only deletions in it, sir, are those that refer to the four Western 
European countries who were briefed in detail and who supported me 
in that effort. 

Incidentally, that offer was far more generous than the one made to 
the city of New York and New York State very recently as you will 
see in that document. 

Allende chose not to accept. The ultras in the leadership of the So- 
cialist Party vetoed compromising in any way with imperialism, and 
let me add that President Allende in July of 1!?70,3 months before he 
was electe$ said from a public platform that the No. 1 public enemy 
in the hemisphere was the United States. They ruled out aJso any co- 
operation with “the bourgeois reformists” in the Christlan Demo- 
cratic Party. They insisted on an all or nothing policy, even though 
by 19’73 the Soviet Union, China and others had refused to encourage 
such a self-destructive egocentrism. I hope you comprehend my view 
that your report on Track I and Track II does not accord with the facts. 
The authors do not seem to be able to distinguish between a consulta- 
tive process and an action, nor do they comprehend that an ambassa- 
dor, as the highest ranking American in the country and the personal 
representative of a President, can ignore, can reject, can string out, 
can string along, can do many things with an “authorization.” 

Hence the report unconsciously falls in with a monstrous 
black-white mythology foisted on this country during the past 
3 years, a morality fable in which American officials were all Nazi- 
like bully boys cuffing around decent Social Democrats, although Dr. 
Allende and his left Leninist Socialist Party had nothing but con- 
tempt for Social Democrats, and although Dr. Allende, as the Embassy 
had reported for many, many years, had personally been financed from 
foreign Communist enemies. 

My time has run out. I had intended on November 4, when I thought 
I would come here, to address the very complex and serious questions 
rightly raised by an inquiry into the intelligence community. You 
forced me today to try to expose what is wrong with government by 
headline. What happens when the public interest turns into a porno- 

'See p. 128. 
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flick, a sensate experience into a cynical careening from one superficial 
sensation, dart guns, poison, and all that, to another, to divert the 
public from the complexity of reality, what happens to the civil rights 
of an individual, me in this case, but it can happen to anybod , to the 
quality of political life, to the national interest, to the trut , when K 
moral fervor runs over into the moral absolutism that has now led to 
the desolation of Chile. 

Thank you. 
The CHAIRMAN. Yes, I agree it has led to the desolation of Chile. 

I will have some questions. But we have another vote, I am sorry to 
say, and we’ll have to take a short recess, and we’ll come back for 
questions. 

[A brief recess was taken.] 
The CHAIRMAN. All right. The hearing will please come back to 

order. 
Mr. Korry, if I understood your testimony correctly, are you sayin 

that you did not know about Track II, or that there was no Track II. 7 
Mr. KORRY. I am saying that I did not know about Track II, and I 

am further saying that ‘the assertion that there was a blurring of Track 
I into Track II, and that both were concerned with coup, is an out- 
rageous falsehood. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then apart from your strong feelings, with respect 
to that articular passage in the committee’s report, I take it you were 
never to f d about Track II, not that you deny that it didn’t take place! 

Mr. KORRY. I was never told, but I started to get terribly sus icious, 
as I told your staff, and I tried to do something about it. I t ought R 
that that pertained to any discussion of Track I and Track II. 

The CHAIRHAN. Don’t you think that any American ambassador 
representing the United States in any foreign country. as you were, 
should have been fully advised of all aspects of American policy to- 
ward that country, including all covert activity? 

Mr. KORRY. Without question. 
The CHAIRMAN. And you were not so told. 
Mr. KORRY. I was not. Moreover, I was kept on for 1 more year 

with the certain knowledge of many in the Government that I did not 
know that the Allende government t.hought I was involved in those 
plots, and that the consequences for any exposure of that plot would 
fall upon me. 

The CHAIRMAN. Well, with all respect, I would think that you 
should be more outraged at that kind of treatment from the admin- 
istration, the State Department and the CIA, than this committee. 

Mr. KORRY. I am outraged with many people, and as I say in my 
letter to the Times, I said that the President had made clear to me 
that he did not wish me to testify in public, that I got a letter from 
the CIA warning me that public testimony was not in the national 
interest. At other times in the past 14 or 15 months, private organiza- 
tions have sought to silence my public testimony, not before this com- 
mittee, so I am getting used to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. What private organizations? 
Mr. KORRY. I don’t think that that necessarily pertains to the 

intelligence investigations, so I would prefer to keep that. to myself 
for the time being. 

The CHAIRMAN. Well, I defer to you on that. 
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In any case, it has been no purpose of this committee to avoid your 
public testimony, and I commend you for being here today to give it 
along with the other two gentlemen on the panel. 

Mr. KORRY. Thank you. 
The CHAIRMAX. Sow, Mr. Meyer, you will remember about 2 years 

ago I -as chairman of a subcommittee that was looking into the 
charges that ITT had offered the CIA $1 million to prevent Mr. 
Allende from being installed as President, and we were able to make 
some findings based on documents the committee received that were 
largely those of the ITT Co. itself. 

You appeared before that subcommittee on March 29, 1973, and I 
asked you then about what our official policy, that is to say, our 
governmental policy was toward Chile, and you may remember that 
Mr. Broe, who was an employee of the CIA, had suggested a series of 
actions to Mr. Gerrity of ITT, a series of economic actions that could 
be taken on the part of the large American companies that would tend 
to create economic confusion, economic chaos inside Chile. And I 
was attempting to determine whether those suggestions by the CIA’S 
agent, Mr. Broe, to ITT corresponded with the policy of the US. 
Government toward the Allende regime. And I asked you the fol- 
lowing question : 

Then does it follow that the serious discussion of this thesis and ways to 
implement it by Mr. Broe with Mr. Gerrity on September 29 conflicted with the 
policy of the American Government toward Chile? 

And you replied as follows, reading from the record: 
Forgive me, Mr. Chairman, but let me reiterate, and I know this is a re- 

dundancy, so forgive me, but appropriately I think it is important that we 
remember that during the period really covered in this chronology, we are 
talking of three Chiles. If  you go beyond the September 29 date, we are talking 
of three Chiles: the Chile of the tail end of the Frei administration during the 
popular elections, the Chile during the period of September 4 to October 24, and 
the period subsequent to Dr. Allende’s conilrmation by the Congre.ss. 

The policy of the United States was that Chile’s problem was a Chilean prob- 
lem to be settled by Chile. As the President stated in October of 1969, “We will 
deal with governments as they are.” I do not find in total sincerity, sir, anything 
inconsistent with the Agency, as I now know, having explored the possibility or 
series of possibilities that might have been inputs to change a policy but were not. 

Now that we have all the facts out concerning our policy in Chile, 
how do you reconcile that answer to what we now know concerning 
the extent of our attempts to intervene in Chile, even to the point of 
attempting a military coup to prevent Allende from securing his office ? 

Mr. MEYER. Mr. Chairman, let me answer by taking the last allega- 
tion first. The alleged attempted coup to prevent Allende from becom- 
ing President or confirmed by the Senate, if that indeed existed, must 
be Track II? and I was totally, totally honest when I made that state- 
ment to you. 

And now, you touched on economic pressures. There is a chapter- 
The CHAIRMAN. Just so that I may understand, you are saying that 

when you testified, that our policy was one of nonintervention, and 
that it was entirely correct in relation to Chile, and I believe I remem- 
ber your using both terms ; you are now testifying that you then had 
no knowledge of the covert attempt by the Government of the United 
States to secure a military coup d’etat in Chile that would prevent 
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Allende, having won the popular vote, being installed as President. 
Mr. MEYER. Correct. 
The CHAIRMAX. In the committee’s report, we quote the testimony 

of Secretary Kissinger, and he stressed the links between Tracks I and 
II, and this is the quotation from Kissinger : 

There was work by all the agencies to try to prevent Allende from being seated, 
and there was work by tall ,the agencies on the so-called Track I lto encourage the 
military to move against Allende. The difference between the September 15 meet- 
ing and what was being done in general within the government was that President 
Nixon was encouraging a more direct role for the CIA, and actnally organizing 
such a coup. 

So you were aware, weren’t you, Mr. Meyers, of a very extensive 
American effort inside Chile even though you may not have known of 
the direct Presidential order to attempt a military coup d’etat. 

Mr. MEYER. I think, Senator Church, if my memory serves me, in 
your other committee to which you referred, we agreed that there was 
a considerable preoccupation with what methodolo 

l? 
if any, might 

exist within Chile that would elect Alessandri rat er than Allende. 
There was a very real examination of Chilean mechanisms available 
within Chile, a very, very-1 think Ed’s statement amplifies that. What 
is the situation in Chile now 8 Is Allende going to be elected? IS there 
any antipathy to the thought of Allende being elected, and where 
would that antipathy congeal or solidify 21 

I don’t, in honest, wholly-well, I’m under oath. I relate Secretary 
Kissinger’s interpretation, and that’s not critical-that’s not being 
critical of the Secretary, if indeed he knew that his apparent Track II- 
I mean, humanly one would assume that some of the intensity of 
Track II must have been related to what is called Track I, but we were 
not promoting a coup, which I think is what I finally ca.me up with, 
on the policy. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is to say you didn’t know you were promoting 
a coup. 

Mr. MEYER. I didn’t know. 
The CHAIRMAN. And you were then Assistant Secretary for Latin 

American Affairs. 
Mr. MEYER. Yes. 
The CHAIRMAN. We have another vote, and we’ll have to take an- 

other recess. I’m sorry. 
[A brie,f recess was taken.] 
The CHAIRMAN. It has been a long afternoon, gentlemen. Let us 

try to finish up. 
I just have one further question for you, Mr. Meyer. As the facts 

clearly establish, we were deeply involved in Chilean politics. We 
had been so ever since 1964. We had pumped millions of dollars into 
Chile to try to influence the results of those elections. We had helped 
secretly finance certain political parties. We had helped to support 
certain newspapers, commentators, columnists, radio stations, and 
you were aware of all of that. 

Mr. MEYER. [Nods in the affirmative.] 
The CHAIRMAN. And you knew that that kind of activity certainly 

had not been called off just with Mr. Allende’s election? but it was 
continuing to be pursued rather intensely, and you were also aware 
of the economic squeeze that we were placing on that regime. 
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Now, quite apart from whether you believe that to be proper policy, 
how could YOU describe to the subcommittee such a policy as b&g 
one of absolute correctness, accepting Chilean decisions as Chilean, 
and standing at arms length, so to speak, from this new regime? I 
mean, really, how does that description in any way correspond to what 
you knew we were doing, even if you didn’t know that the President 
actually instructed the CIA to attempt to secure a CIA overthrow 
of the Allende regime! 

Mr. MEYER. To come back to the overthrow, Senator Church, I hope 
I make myself clear, I knew nothing about an attempt. 

The CHAIRXMAN. That part is clear. The other part of my question- 
Mr. MEYER. There are two, if I understood you. One is support 

of selected areas in the media, and one is the. economic “pressure,” 
is that correct? Am I right? 

The CHAIRMAX. Well, not only certain parts of the media, but 
extensive contributions to political parties. 

How do you describe these things, knowing correctly, to a sub- 
committee of the Congress as bemg respentative of a policy 
which you defined as correct and at arms length, leaving Chilean 
affairs to the Chileans? 

Mr. MEYER. This way, and I will take shared responsibility for a 
banker of last resort, which may be specious, in my overview, in two 
areas, which are the fourth estate and the political plurality m which 
Chile has prided itself on as the unique quality of Chilean democracy 
in this hemisphere. I was fully supporting, Senator Church, and I 
did not feel that it was in any wa 
did not, or at least to my knowle d 

other than a Chilean posture. We 
ge, say to so-and-so, who we found 

somewhere in the woodwork, here’s a lot of money, do somethin 
TO my knowledge, we did not create newspapers. To my know f 

. 

we did not create radio stations. 
edge, 

The CHAIRMAN. No ; but you supported them financially and you 
made contributions. 

Mr. MEYER. Yes, sir. 
The C HAIRMAN. How does that-don’t you think you were mis- 

leading the subcommittee ? You were under oath. 
Mr. MOYER. No, sir, I don’t. 
The CHAIRMAN. You don’t think you were ? Why ? 
Mr. MEYER. Because I feel very strongly about this, Senator Church, 

and I said it to some of the very bright guys and girls on your staff. 
Everything that comes out of here, in a very real sense, is analogous 
to the old story, if you will, of the optimist and the pessimist. To the 
pessimist that’s half empty. To the optimist it’s half full. 

Let me make that analogous to Chile. Now, I know you don’t agree. 
The definition you used, my words, which were the words of the ad- 
ministration? “cool and correct,” I suppose from where you sit, is both 
uncool and incorrect, to operate, which I would have with my own 
money, had I had it, to assure a continuity in Chile of pluralistic de- 
mocracy and freedom of the press. And this may be subjective. I do not 
consider it either uncool or incorrect. My interest is not in 
fomenting- 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes, sir, but you are defending the policy. The 
point of my question is that you did not really relate to the subcom- 
mittee the facts of the policy. You described it in a way that could not 
possibly have led any member of the subcommittee to even Suspect so 
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process of Chile. 

Those words, if those words have any meaning at all--“cool and cor- 
rect and detached” ; “ letting Chileans handle their own aff airs”-these 
are not words that describe the facts that we have been told today. 

Mr. MEYER. Well, I don’t know where those figures come from, No. 1. 
I mean, I just don’t know. 

The CHAIRMAN. I can assure you of their accuracy. 
Mr. MEYER. Well, I am sure I would never have access to them in 

terms of dollars, if that is important. What I am trying to say, and 1 
feel this very strongly, is that I take responsibility for, or certainly 
share responsibility for, what I felt was not an improper intervention 
in Chilean affairs, possibly not cool by your definition, or correct. When 
the fourth estate said to the Government of the United State, szlj 
gene&, not solicited, we are going to go out of business, can you 
help- 

The CHAIRMAN. Well, I am afraid that your answer still seems 
to me nonresponsive. 

Mr. MEYER. Well, let me-I’ve known you too long to be cute, and 
also, I don’t believe I could get away with it. 

Senator Church, when I met with you on ITT, the multinational 
corporation hearing, it was a focus at least, and if this is specious, 
forgive me, it was a focus on the period between the popular election 
and the Senatorial confirmation of Salvador Allende. You did not ask 
me then if we were supporting or helping to continue publication of 
El Mercurio when we weren’t at that point in Chile’s history. 

Now., that may be dirty pool, but that was the point to which I was 
testifymg, and as I say now, I take shared responsibility for the sup- 
port of the fourth estate in Chile. I had been subjectively convinced 
over the years, watching the demise of Gear &5aestre in Cuba and t.he 
periodic demise of the Gamza Paz family in Argentina, and the Belt- 
ran family in Peru, to feel that it should not be considered to be inter- 
ventionist to enable a newspaper to publish. 

The CHAIRMAN, Well, I am all in favor of newspapers. We can agree 
on the desirability of a free press, wherever it may exist. But I have 
been a member of t,he Senate Foreign Relations Committee for 18 
years and I know something about words of art, and a “correct” policy 
is a word of art, and what it means is that we are not engagmg in 
covert penetration of the political processes of another country with 
whom we maintain such correct relationship. 

Mr. MEYER. Is the support of the press a covert operation, a de- 
stabilizing nature? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes, I think any secret use of American money is 
a policy of intervention, whatever the argument may be, for or against 
it, and it does not correspond to what is known as a correct posture to- 
ward a foreign government, any more than the large contributions we 
gave to the Chilean political parties, unless you would think that a for- 
eign power was conducting correct relationships with the United 
States if it secretly contributed large amounts of money to an Ameri- 
can Presidential campaign or an American political party or Ameri- 
can newspapers. 

I don’t think-your answer certainly left the committee with a very 
different impression of American policy from the facts as we sub- 
sequently found them. That’s my only point. 
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Mr. MEYER. Senator Church, to my knowledge, and I will reaffirm 
this, what I knew of our policy toward Chile in the period which was 
under examination at the time when ITT was alleged to have offered 
a million dollars to do something, while at the moment destabilizing 
to the degree that President Allende would not be confirmed, I go 
back to exactly what I said to you then. 

The CHAIRBUN. Well, Mr. Dungan, in your testimony, as I recall it, 
you spoke of the necessity for continuing covert operations in the 
future, but hoped that we would manage them somewhat differently 
than we have in the past. 

What restriction do you place upon covert operations in the future? 
What is your distinction between a benign or a proper secret inter- 
vention in the affairs of a foreign country, and one that is improper 
and malignant ? 

Mr. DUNGAN. I was dying to get into that last discussion. If I may 
preface my comment in answer to your question, there are a whole 
range of activities in which the United States engages, from tradi- 
tional diplomatic conversations on a political level, IJSIA, AID, the 
Export-Import I%ank-all of those activities, I submit, are interven- 
tionist. I think, without trying to speak for my colleague Mr. Meyer, 
what he was saying was that some of those covert activities of which 
he had knowledge and I had knowledge when I was ambassador, were 
benign. 

Now, I think you are driving to the point. I believe they should be 
overt. Most of the activities in the period I was there, with the excep- 
tion of the involvement in the political processes, that is, support of 
parties or candidates, I would say are permissible and should be overt. 
I can conceive of circumstances where they might be done covertly, 
but only under a system of controls outside the agency which is the 
operational agency involved. In other words, accordin to your re- 
port, about a quarter of the covert operations, in terms o P dollar value, 
were approved by the 40 Committee. I don’t consider the 40 Commit- 
tee a very adequate control mechanism, but even assuming that it was, 
I would say 100 percent of them should have been under the control 
of that interagency group, and not left to the discretion of the Agency, 
complete with its biases, its weaknesses in terms of people. 

The CHAIRNAN. Well, Mr. Dungan, we think that is so wrong for 
foreign citizens, let alone foreign governments, to make contributions 
to our political candidates and our political parties that we outlawed 
it. Does a different standard apply to us than we apply to others? 

Mr. DUNGAN. I believe, as you are suggesting, that the same stand- 
ards should apply and that is why I suggested in my testimony that 
anything that is criminal in the United States ought to be precluded, 
except under extraordinary circumstances, abroad. That should be a 
self-denying ordinance that we should adopt. There may be other 
things that you would want to throw in that were not included under 
our criminal law, but that’s not a bad start. 

The CHAIRMAX. Well, under your definition of that which separates 
a benign from a malignant covert action, once Allende had been elected 
by the people of Chile in a free election, and had been confirmed by 
the Congress, would an attempted overthrow of his government by a 
military coup d’etat, initiated and supported secretly by the United 
States, represent a benign or a maliguant covert action? 

Mr. DUNGAX. Clearly malignant, clearly malignant, if that were the 
case. 
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Mr. KORRY. Excuse me, sir. There was no government at that time. 
The CHAIRMAS. Whether or not there was a government, there was 

an elect.ion which was to be followed by a ratification by the Congress 
that was fully in accord with the customs of Chile. The at,tempt was 
to obtain the intervention of the Chilean military to take over the 
Government. 

Mr. KORRY. I just want to be precise. To say overthrow the govern- 
ment, there has to be a government in power. He hadn’t even been 
confirmed in office. 

The CHAIRMAN. Well, that isn’t t.he distinction. The whole purpose 
was to prevent his ratification by the Chilean Congress through a mili- 
tary takeover, and you, Mr. Dungan, would say that is a wrongful 
action on our part. 

Mr. DUNGAN. And indeed, not to be self-serving about it, at the time 
we were in that situation, I wrote for the Washington Post an article 
which said we ought to keep our hands off completely. We were not, 
apparently. So I think there’s no question. And I would not only say in 
that kind of a situation, but I would say the 

(P 
re-election, situation, I 

think it is not sensible, although as the recor clearly indicates I was 
involved in the support, or tacitly or explicitly gave my approval to 
the support of candidates in the 1965 election. I want the record very 
clear. I m not drawing any kind of cloak over myself. 

There’s an important point, though, if I may, on that question. I 
think a question that this committee real1 ought to look at is where 
did the initiakive come from for most of t il e political activities or the 
interventions which I think you would say were malignant, and I 
would tend to agree with you. I think that was an important thing 
for you to investigate and you have, I think, to some extent. But the 
point I am driving home, or trying to drive home here, is that the 
shift for political judgments in the international sphere from Presi- 
dent and the Department of State to the Central Intelligence Agency, 
particularly that part of it concerned with covert action, has been 
dramatic since the Second World War, and I would say in the last two 
decades. That is, to me an unconstitutional shift, or shift away from 
our constitutional form, and we’d better jolly well get back to it. I 
would say that’s probably the most significant underlying general 
characteristic that your investigation should uncover. 

The CHAIRMAX’. Senator Tower? 
Senator TOWER. Mr. Chairman, you and I have agreed on a number 

of things. I think that in the area of foreign policy we may have some 
disagreement. I’m not a member of the Foreign Relations Committee. 
I’m a member of the Armed Services Commi&ee, and I assume our 
mentality is somewhat different, but it would strike me as being a naive 
course for us to follow where there is in existence in a country less 
sophisticated and less developed than our own, a clandestine political 
infrastructure directed by interests hostile to the United States and 
charged with the objective of ultimately destroying pluralistic de- 
mocracy and establishing a dict,atorship : I think that we would not be 
very cool and correct if we did not act, not only in our interests, but 
to do what we c.an to preserve some sort of climate in that country in 
which democracy and democratic concepts and experience in self- 
government could develop. 

I don’t think that the situations in the United States and Chile are 
analogous insofar as the exclusion of political contributions. 
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Now, of course, none of us in the Senate knows but what at some 
time through some third party we ourselves might have received finan- 
cial support in our political campaigns from a foreign source. I don’t 
think I ever have, but I could not swear to it because I do not how 
because there are ways in which these things can be concealed. 

The fact of the matter is that had it not been for clandestine activ- 
ity on the part of the United States in many parts of this world, far 
more of it would be under Communist totalitarianism than is the case 
now, and the fact of the matter is that should Chile have remained 
Communist-and I do not express either approval or disapproval at 
this point-indeed, I register disapproval with some aspects of it, the 
fact remains that had the Communists been successful, and our own 
staff report indicates that Allende was moving in the direction, al- 
though he had some obstacles, of reducing freedom of the press, free- 
dom of expression, it could be expected that he would have moved 
much more quickly had he been elected by a majority. The fact of the 
matter was he was elected by 36 percent of the people in Chile. 

But I think that the pattern is clear. Portugal is a good case in 
point. Twelve percent of the people in the country voted Communist; 
Communists got control of it until finally at last it seems the moderates 
have wrested control. But we’ve been engaged in covert activity else- 
where, but in good reason and with good conscience, and I think to 
damn the whole institution of American covert activity would be the 
height of tragedy on our part. 

I have no questions. 
The CHAIRMAN. Thank you very much, Senator. I would only ob- 

serve that I made a speech on the subject today I’d like YOU to read. 
Senator TOWER. I will read it. 
The CHAIRMAN. Because I think that that would give you a better 

understanding of my view on covert action. 
But as for Mr. Allende being an elected President by a plurality of 

the vote, so too was Mr. Nixon, who ordered his removal because he 
found Allende unacceptable as President. 

Senator TOWER. So was Harry Truman. 
The CHAIRMAN. That’s right. We’ve had men who were plurality 

presidents who we thought were legitimate enough under the law. 
Senator TOWER. But none so low as 36 percent. 
The CHAIRMAN. Well, you never can tell when we’ll get there. Look 

at the size of the Republican Party today. 
Senator TOWER. Well, like the Communists in Portugal, we have an 

influence out of proportion to our number. 
The CHAIRMAN. Senator Sehweiker, do you have a uestion? 
Senator SCH~EIKFX. Yes, sir? Mr. Chairman. I wou d like to ask P 

Ambassador Korry : What positions of influence did Mr. Edwards 
hold in Chile while you were there ? 

Mr. KORRY. Until the election of Allende-he left right after the 
election of Allende, I think a week after, I’m sure your staff has 
the exact date, and he was out of the country most of the time in my 
3 years there---he was the proprietor of-it’s quite a list-first, El Mer- 
curio newspaper, which is published in eight cities in the morning- 
has afternoon newspapers. He was probably the chief stockholder in 
the Lord Cochran Press. He and Lever Brothers were partners. He and 
Pepsi-Cola were partners. He and-he had the largest granary, he has 
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the largest chicken farm. It was the best, I don’t know if it was the 
largest. I’m sure I’m leaving out quite a bit. He and his family, if I’m 
correct. 

Senator SCIIWEIKER. What was the relationship with the Pepsi-Cola 
Co., and was he ever international vice president? 

Mr. KORRY. After he left Chile. 
Senator SCHWEIKER. Had he previously had a relationship with, 

them 8 
Mr. KORRY. He was their bottler. 
Senator SCH~EIHER. Well, my next question, Mr. Kerry, is what 

impact did the substantial U.S. investment in Chile have on the deci- 
sions to intervene in Chile through covert means ? 

Mr. KORRY. The substantial U.S. investment was the $2 billion, 
voted mostly by this Congress. That was the substantial investment, 
and over and over and over again I said I had a responsibility as 
the fiduciary agent for that $2 billion. I compared it to New York City. 

Now, you people vote laws, and you expect the bureaucrats who 
represent you to carry out those laws, and what you specifically voted 
for, and if you would like I will give you the citations, was to keep 
Allende out of power. If you look up the AID, AID justifications for 
1963, 1964, 1965, 1966, you will see that there was a specific instruc- 
tion. Now, when I went there in 1967, my predecessor, Mr. Dungan, 
had left, but the money, as you know, flows long after the votes. 

Now, money started to come in while I was there. It came in in a 
great rush, and I had a terrible moral dilemma and a terrible mana- 
gerial dilemma. All of this money that you had voted precisely for 
a purpose was arriving at the same time that I reported that the 
purpose you had voted for could not possibly be achieved. 

Now- 
Senator SCHWEIKER. Just because the Congress votes money for a 

country doesn’t mean that that is going to dictate whether we have 
a covert action program for that country. We didn’t vote covert 
action programs. We voted investment. 

NOW you’re saying that because we had that investment of dollars, 
we set the policy in Chile. That’s what you’re telling us. That’s 
exactly what you’re telling us. 

Mr. KORRY. No, I’m not. 
Senator SCHWEIKER. And that’s where the whole system is wrong. 
Mr. KORRY. Well, excuse me. I want to say exactly what I mean. 

I am talking about AID loans, Export-Import Bank loans for more 
than $1 billion, and those loans were given specifically-I have been 
informed that the AID briefed the relevant committees of this Con- 
gress specifically to stop Allende in 1963 and 1964. That was the specific 
explanation given to the committees. I’m not going to get into the 
names. 

Senator SCHWEIKER. Not by kidnapping Cen. Kene Schneider can 
we stop them. 

Mr. KORRY. I had nothing to do with that. 
Senator SCZWEIKER. And not by buying the Chilean Congress should 

we stop them. 
Mr. KORRP. We didn’t do either of those things. 
Senator SCH~EIKER. You certainly tried. 
Mr. KORRY. I certainly did not. 
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Mr. DUNQAN. Senator, I think if I may intervene, that the point 
of your question is, to what extent do we believe, any of us, that the 
United States’ either public or private investment in the country 
influences the political policies of the U.S. Government. 

Senator SCHWEIKER. Ambassador Korry mentioned the 
B 

ublic in- 
vestment. He didn’t mention the private investment : ITT? naconda, 
Kennecott, Pepsi-Cola. You didn’t go in that direction at all? 

Mr. KORRY. Well, as I testified in front of Senator Church in 1973, 
it was not they who I was concerned with, as that cable you will see 
and if you dig out the cable I wrote following my initiative to get the 
Chilean nationalization of Anaconda in 1969. It was the U.S. guaran- 
tee, the taxpayers’ guarantee of that investment that was passed by 
the Congress. 

Now, let me just add one other thing, if I may. In 1966 I was brought 
home by President Johnson to write a new policy for Africa, and 
again in 1969 I was brought home by the executive branch to do a pre- 
liminary study on a new foreign aid policy. Now, in the 1966 report on 
Africa, which bears my name, I proposed that at least for internal 
accounting within the U.S. Government, that when, we spend money 
that had really political premise, be it an Export-Import Bank loan 
or an AID loan or military assistance, that for internal purposes it 
should be put on the side of the ledger that says this is political in 
intent, and on the other side of the ledger you say this is truly devel- 
opment, because sir, if you don,% do those two things, people are not 
going to understand what you are doing with development money 
when it’s really used for political money. 

Now, who stopped the proposal? Most of my report was in. That 
proposal was stopped by other bureaucracies in this city because they 
said the CIA has its kitties, we want ours. That is, its nice to have 
$25, $100, $200 million to walk in and say we’ll bribe you for a boat. 
That’s a hell of a lot better than $10,000 under the table. 

Senator SCHWEIKER Well, I would like to respond to that and also 
to Mr. Dunpan’s question, which I think was a very salient question. 
Where did the initiatives come from for intervention? I think it’s all 
very much related, and I would just like to read from Mr. Helms’ tes- 
timony from our assassination report on where the initiative came 
from and see where this is involved. 

Mr. Helms says, and I quote, “I recall that prior to this meeting 
with the President the editor of El Mercurio had come to Washington 
and I had been asked to go and to talk to him at one of the hotels here, 
this having #been arranged through Don Kendall of the Pepsi-Cola 
Co., the head of the Pepsi-Cola Co. I have this impression, that the 
President called this meeting where I had my handwritten notes be- 
cause of Edwards’ presence in Washington and what he heard from 
Kendall about what Edwards was saying about conditions in Chile, 
and what was hap 

Now, this is P 
ening there.” 

rea ly ironic. Here is a person who has all of the capital 
investment that you so ably described, concerned about his obvious 
capital investment, comes up here, gets a multinational corporation to 
intervene with President Nixon, and that is how they go into Chile, 
and then you’re saying it’s public loan voted by the Congress. Then 
you’re saying it’s t,his and that when in fact that was the trigger, that’s 
the catalyst, and that’s what’s wrong with the system. 
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The CIA makes a sweetheart contract to go and take care of El 
Mercurio with loans after that for thanking them. 

Mr. KORRI-. Well, if I may, after having read two reports that I 
considered thoroughly dishonest, inject an honest statement. I reeom- 
mended the intervention. 

Senator SCHWEIHER. I’m not surprised. 
Mr. KORRY. But not what you’re talking about. I said there are two 

things that count in this world as far as the United States, and I said 
these things as a Kennedy appointee, as a Johnson a pointee. I said, 
and I have all my life been in two fields of endeavor. 8 ne, newspapers, 
which included labor organizing. I helped to negotiate the first $100 
a week contract in the American Newspaper Guild’s history. NOW, 
at United Press, in 1947. and I said that if I am sitting there and 
I know beyond the shadow of a doubt in my mind-you can say you 
don’t know what the hell you’re lookin at. you don’t understand, but 
if I know beyond a shadow of a doubt, a aving had more than 20 years 
experience in the newspaper business all over this world, and having 
negotiated the first agreements with Tito, if I say that these two things 
are going to be eliminated, freedom of press and the freedom of asso- 
ciation because we have penetrated the Communist Party so totally 
we know exactly what they are doing, we’ve penetrated the Socialist 
Party? we know exactly what they are doing. I say t.o myself, I have 
a terrible moral dilemma. Do I in the first instance sit there idly and 
say, well, that’s all right. 

Now, this gets more and more complicated because there are people 
who say it’s only 8 or 9 or 10 million people. If I accepted that argu- 
ment. and I do not, then I would say Israel is only 1 or 2 or 3 million, 
what the hell do we care about. Thai is not the point. It’s not a matter 
of dimension, it’s a matter of quality. And in 1969 I had a ringding 
fight with Mr. Meyer and the Nixon administration when they came in 
because they said that we should not continue aid to Chile, and the 
reasons that they used, in large measure, came from a national intelli- 
gence estimate at the end of 1968 which said that if you concentrate 
on social progress, that’s bad. 

Now, you know, it’s a thicket of ironies and it’s terribly hard to 
figure this out, and you cannot figure it out by headlines and you 
cannot figure it out by slap-bang type of staff work. The problem was 
in 1969 that you simply could not, you simply could not ethically, 
morally say that you know that a free press is going to be eliminated 
under a certain set of circumstances-free unions, as thev were. Chile 
was the only place in the world which imitated the So;iet Union in 
having the minister of labor also be the head of the one confederation 
of trade unions. 

Second, is that yes, I agree with you 100 percent, it is outrageous that 
a multinational can go in and get this kind of action. if that is what 
happened. But Chile would not have had a free press. Every statistic, 
and I have checked this out with the most knowledgeable people I know 
in Chile who are not fat cats, who are not in the multinationals, who 
are not conservatives-without our assistance the free press would have 
collapsed. There’s no question about it. 

Now., Chile was the most democratic country in Latin America, the 
most liberally oriented in terms of social legislation. It had carried 
out more reforms than any other country in the hemisphere under Am- 
bassador Dungan and in my time, and the real issue was do you con- 
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tinue with what the Congress has voted for, what you morally believe 
in, or do you do nothing, and it’s a very tough issue. 

Senator SCHWEIKER. Well? I just want to close with two points. 
First, I think the most ridiculous argument I’ve heard in these hear- 
ings this year is to say that because we voted for the Alliance for Prog- 
ress, that this is a covert action trigger. 

Mr. KORRY. I didn’t say that. 
Senator SCHWEIHER. It was wrong for the executive to follow Con- 

gress’ action up and to do just about everything under the sun to see 
that the Alliance for Progress doesn’t fail or we get our money back. 

Second, I think your actions in Chile have proved the Communists 
right. The Communists argue that we ca italists will never give Com- 
munists a chance to get elected through CP emocratic means, and Social- 
ists can never succeed in our kind of government because we would 
never let, them. I never believed it and I didn’t believe it until we come 
up here and say in essence that we’ll overthrow the government, even 
if the chief of stag gets killed in the process, even if we have to buy all 
the newspapers, we’ll stop them coming to power. We have proved 
Castro and the Communists right by our inept and stupid blundering 
in Chile, and that’s my opinion. I have no more questions. 

[General applause.] 
Mr. KORRY. Do I have the right to answer those comments P 
The CHAIRMAN. I think they were intended for the Senator to ex- 

press his opinion to the other members of the committee. I think we 
should go on. 

Senator TOWER. Mr. Chairman. I think the audience should be in- 
structed tv 

The CHAIRMAN. I meant by the gavel to admonish the audience, 
please, to refrain from demonstration. 

Senator Mondale? 
Senator MONDALE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I would like to limit 

my questions to Mr. Dungan, ‘;f I might. 
Mr. Dungan, in your statement you say that we must remember 

that many of these excesses which occurred in the past have transpired 
under imprecise congressional mandates, haphazard congressional 
oversight, and with moneys provided by the Congress. I believe every- 
one on this committee agrees that these are a part of the problem that 
we must focus upon. 

But would you not also agree that, the record is pretty disturbing 
and that there are several ways in which the Congress has been misled ? 
For example, in 1973 Senator Symington asked Mr. Helms if the 
CIA tried to overthrow the Government of Chile : 

Mr. HELMS. No, sir. 
Senator SYMINGTON. Do you have any money passed to the opponents of 

Allende? 
Mr. HmMs. No, sir. 

Senator Church asked Mr. Helms if the CIA attempted at any time 
to prevent Mr. Allende from being elected President of Chile in 19’70, 
and Helms said no. 

We have a document here which states directly that the public was 
to be told that our relationship with Chile during this period was one 
of cool correctness. But in fact, the same document goes on, we’re going 
to put the squeeze on them and starve them to death by every manner 
and conceivable way to just, strangle them through cutting off loans, 
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grants, and Export-Import loans, every way we can get to them. We 
were going to bring Allende down. 

In other words, the public was told one thing while we knew in this 
document *that m fact our policy and our actions were entirely 
different. 

It was about this time that Mr. Nixon said our policy toward Chile 
will be what their policy is toward us. So that in every way publicly, 
privately, in executive sessions, the Congress was led to believe that 
this sort of thing was not going on. 

Now, in light of that record, would you not say that one of the essen- 
tial problems we have as a country under this constitutional system is 
to somehow correct this, that from here on out there will be dire& and 
honest accountability to the ,Congress? Do you agree with that? 

Mr. DUNGAN. I certainly do. 
Senator MONDALE. Do you agree that the record reflects that that 

was missing to a grievous extent ? 
Mr. DUNQAN. Yes; I think so. 
Senator MONDALE. Would you agree that there has been a tendency 

in the Executive over the years, when they talked of accounting to and 
informing the Congress, to 

You don’t report to the 
ursue what you call the buddy system? 

e ongress. What 
whisper to a friend who you know is on your si B 

ou do is come up and 

Mr. DUNGAN. Yes. 
e anyway. 

Senator MONDALE. So if the thing becomes known later on, you say, 
“Well, I told John over a cocktail about all this stuff and so I informed 
the Congress.” I think one of the big problems we’ve got is that for all 
of the inadequacies of the Congress during this period, and I believe 
there were many, fundamentally the Executive did not want the Con- 
gress to know about this dirty work going on in Chile. Would you 
agree with that ? 

Mr. DUNGAN. I think that’s true, Senator. I would only add to it 
that that kind of dissembling, lying if you will, occurs within the 
executive branch, for example, among agencies. You have to ask pre- 
cisely the right question and use precisely the right words in order to 
get an answer. Nobod 

Senator MOSDALE. J 
ever lies, they just don’t tell you. 

hey play guess-the-question with you. 
Mr. DUNGAN. That’s right. 
Senator MONDALE. How do you ask questions about something you 

don’t know about? 
Mr. DUNGAN. As a matter of fact, that’s happened here today, if I 

may say so, I don’t think by any deliberate action of anybody%. 
Senator MONDALE. Well, if it didn’t happen today, that’s the first 

time, and we’ve got to stop playing guess-the-right-question with the 
executive. They’ve got to start telling us what they’re doing. 

Mr. DUNGAN. Well, if I may say so, Senator, and I don’t mean in 
any way-1 think there are deficiencies on either side, and there are 
fundamental deficiencies among individuals in the Congress and in 
the executive branch, obviously. 

of 
But Congress has permitted a system to endure by which that game 
the buddy system, as you mentioned it, continues, and I think-I 

submit while there are lots of remedies that need to be applied, one of 
them, it seems to me, is to simplify the oversight structure that the 
Congress has, the appropriations process itself, as well as the way- 

Senator MONDALE. I think there’s a lot of validity to that. 
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The final question I have is, while you were in this position, did you 
feel that the CL4 and the others involved in these policies ever seri- 
ously and adequately considered the side effects, the long-term reper- 
cusslons of these matters? 

Mr. DUNGAN. Certainly individuals I think within the Agency were 
sensitive and intelligent and did, I think one of the fundamental things 
that has not come out, I think, anywhere in the record that I was aware 
of, or in this discussion today, it is an ideological bias within the CIA, 
which is a hangover from the cold war. I do not put myself in any 
category as soft on communism, a dktenteist or whatever else, but I 
think it is important to recognize that most people within the Agency 
believe that anything that aids Soviet communism is the ultimate 
enemy of the United States-anything-and is reprehensible and 
ought to be gotten at b - 

Senator MOXD~LE. J es; and would you not agree that because of 
that attitude, they pursued tactics that have helped the Communists 
far more than if they had just looked at the broader picture? Surely- 
well, I see Mr. Meyer shaking his head. 

Let me say what was said to Mr. Kissinger. This is what they said 
was the danger of the policy, which he chose t,o disregard. He said that 
the biggest danger is exposure of U.S. involvement. This would wreck 
our credibility, solidify anti-U.S. sentiment in Chile in a permanent 
way, create an adverse reaction in the rest of Latin America and the 
world, and perhaps domestically. Exposure of U.S. involvement with 
an effort that would fail would be disastrous. It would be this admin- 
istration’s Bay of Pigs. I suggest that he should have read that, and 
he wouldn’t be in a position where he has to try to excuse himself from 
appearing here personally and answering these questions. 

It is this administration’s Bay of Pigs. It’s a disgrace, and it was 
all predicated on the notion that it could be kept quiet, which was a 
naive and foolish thing to believe. It did violence to the American 
principles and ideals, and I don’t think any serious thought was 
given to the side effects and ramifications of these kinds of policies. 

This runs through all of these covert activities that I have seen. 
For example, we asked Mr. Phillips what he thought were the chances 
of success. He said, “On this Chile thing, I assure you that those 
peo le that I was in touch with at the Agency just about universally 
sai cf ‘my God, why are we given this assignment’-reproach from all 
poiits. The first reaction from the station when they heard they 
wanted to do this was, ‘you’re sort of out of your mind. This is not 
going to work.’ ” 

Then I asked him, “What was your estimate of the chances of 
success ?” 

He said, “*4t best, 2 out of 20.” So he went ahead with a policy that 
the people in the station thought was crazy. We disregarded the side 
effects. We thought we could keep it a secret from the American 
people, despite the fact that if it were known, it would be tremen- 
dously dangerous. 

Now, what do we do about this ‘2 How do we correct this? 
Mr. DUNGAN. Well, I think there are a number of ways, some of 

which I suggested in my testimony, and I don’t want to go over it. 
I would like to make one point though. On the adverse side effects, 

getting back to the point that Senator Church was making, when 
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one involves oneself in artificial support of any free institution, po- 
litical party, the press or whatever else, you weaken it. You weaken 
it. You provide support for something that then becomes dependent 
on that external support, and really in the long pull, if you look at it 
philosophically, I mean, you could take the Republican or the Demo- 
cratic Party, and maybe the way to destroy either one of them would 
be to put them on the bag. 

Senator MONDALE. Amen. 
It seems to me that when we come in and prop up a leader that 

way, we do the one thing that will ultimately destroy him. We give 
him reason to believe that he can avoid facing up to the political 
problems in his own country. 

Second, by 
help, we risk t a 

‘ving him outside help and risking exposure to that 
e possibility that he will be seen to be a threat to the 

nationalistic sentiments of his own country, which in my opinion is 
the most dangerous posture any politician can ever get mto. 

When I read these documents, I very rarely see expression of any 
concern of this kind in these matters. 

I would like to hear more about it. I would like to, but I think we’d 
better go vote. 

Senator TOWER. If there’s no more questioning, Mr. Schwarz, would 
you tell us who we will hear tomorrow 8 

Mr. SCHWARZ. Mr. Cyrus Vance, Mr. Clark Clifford, Mr. Morton 
Halperin, and Mr. David Phillips from CIA. 

Senator TOWER. Thank you very much. 
And gentlemen, thank you for your cooperation. Thank you for 

appearing. 
The committee is recessed until 10 o’clock tomorrow morning. 
[Whereupon, at 6:05 p.m., the committee recessed, to reconvene at 

10 a.m., Friday, December 5,1975.] 



FRIDAY, DECEMBER 5, 19’75 

U.S. SENATE, 
SELECT COMMITFEE To STEDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS 

WITH RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES, 
Washington, D.C. 

The committee met, pursuant to notice, at 1O:lO a.m., in room 318, 
Russell Senate Office Building, Senator Frank Church (chairman) 
presiding. 

Present : Senators Church, Hart of Michigan, Mondale, Huddleston, 
Hart of Colorado, Baker, Mathias, and Schweiker. 

Also present: William G. Miller, staff director; Frederick A. 0. 
Schwarz, Jr., chief counsel; and Curtis R. Smothers, counsel to the 
minorit . 

The c! HAIRMAN. The hearing will please come to order. 
The purpose of today’s hearings is to consider the major question 

of whether covert action should continue as an instrument of American 
foreign policy. If so, what kinds of covert action should be permitted 
and under what restraints. 

We are fortunate to have as one of our panel of witnesses Mr. Clark 
Clifford, who was one of the framers of the 1947 National Security 
Act [see app. B, p. 2101, which created the Central Intelligence Agency 
and the National Security Council. Mr. Clifford is in a unique position 
to comment on how changes in the world scene since 1947 have im- 
pacted upon that 194’7 National Security Act. The committee will 
be particularly interested in hearing his views as to the changes re- 
quired because of the different times in which we now live, and the 
impact of intelligence activities upon the domestic life of the United 
States. 

An important element in covert action in the past has been the use 
of clandestine military operations, so-called secret wars. It is impor- 
tant for the committee to come to a judgment as to how covert military 
operations, if they are considered necessary, can be made accountable 
to and consistent with the constitutional role of Congress to declare 
war. In this respect, we are fortunate to have as a witness Mr. Cyrus 
Vance, who was Deputy Secretary of Defense and can from an in- 
formed perspective address the question of what the United States 
should do to bring the gray area between declared war and peace under 
constitutional control. 

Mr. David Phillips brings to bear the long career of experience in 
covert action. He will be able to inform the committee of the utility 
of covert action techniques, and on the basis of that experience point 
out the limitations for covert operations as a part of American foreign 
policy. 

Finally, Mr. Morton Halperin will speak to the view that covert 
action should be prohibited. The committee’s interest in examining 
this point of view will be to weigh the possible disadvantages that 

(49) 
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the prohibition of covert action might bring to the valid national se- 
curity interests of the United States, and, I might say, to consider on 
balance whether through the years the whole activity has done the 
country more harm than good. 

Mr. Halperin was a former Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense 
for International Affairs and a member of the National Security Coun- 
cil staff; he has also been a longtime student and practitioner in the 
area of national security affairs. 

Gent.lemen, we are pleased to welcome you this morning. 
And since I understand that each of you has an opening statement 

yoti would like to make, I will call first on Mr. Clark Clifford. 

STATEYEBT OF CLARK 116. CLIFFORD, COUNSEL TO PRESIDENT 
TRUMAN; FORMER MEMBER AND CHAIRMAN, PRESIDENT’S 
FOREIGiB INTE.LLIQEFK!E ADVISORY BOARD ; FORMER SECRE- 
TARY OF DEFENSE 

Mr. CLIFFORD. Thank you, Senator Church. 
My statement is shortened? for I thought it would be of advantage 

to leave as much time as possible for questioning so that we might then 
determine more accurately just which areas the committee is inter- 
ested in. 

I welcome your invitation to appear here today to discuss with your 
committee the problems surrounding the conduct of covert activities. 
The public has given, much attention to this subject and a national 
dialog has ensued. Some contend that it is necessary in the preserva- 
tion of our democratic form of government to have a full disclosure of 
operations in this delicate area to ascertain if abuses have occurred. 
Others contend, with equal sincerity, that such an inquiry damages 
our country’s image in the world and adversely affects the ability of 
our intelligence services to perform their tasks. 

It is my opinion that the inquiry being conducted by this commit- 
tee became absolutely necessary as the result of certain disclosures 
which demonstrated that gross abuses had occurred. Our country may 
sustain some tern orary reduction in the effectiveness of its intelli- 
gence operations, i ut I consider this temporary in nature, and an ap- 
propriate price to pay in presenting the facts to the American people 
and in making progress toward the goal of preventing repetition of 
such abuses in the future. With the right kind of machinery, our coun- 
try can take those actions which it believes necessary to help maintain 
freedom in the world and, at the same time, avoid the opprobrium that 
has been directed toward us as the result of improper activities in the 
field of clandestine and covert operations. 

In 1946, President Truman stated that we must have a formalized 
intelligence agency. The lessons learned as the result of Pearl Harbor 
and increased tensions following World War II convinced him that 
we needed an institutionalized peacetime intelligence agency. As a re- 
sult, the Central Intelltgence Agency was created in the National Se- 
curity Act of 1947 [see app. B. 2101. 

Because those of us who were assigned to this task and had the draft- 
ing responsibility were dealing with a new subject with practically no 
precedents, it was decided that the act creating the Central Intelli- 
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gence Agency should contain a “catch-all” clause to provide for un- 
foreseen contingencies. Thus. it was written that the CIA should “ner- 
form such othey functions and duties related to intelligence affeciing 
the national security as the National Security Council may from time 
to time direct.” It was under this clause that, early in the operation of 
the 194’7 Act, covert activities were authorized. I recall that such 
activities took place in 1948 and it is even possible that some planning 
took place in late 1947. It was the original concept that covert activi- 
t,ies undertaken under the act were to be carefully limited and con- 
trolled. You will note that the language of the act provides that this 
catch-all clause is applicable only in the event that the national secu- 
rity is affected. This was considered to be an important limiting and 
restricting clause. 

However, as the cold war continued and Communist aggression be- 
came the major problem of the day, our Government felt that it was 
necessary to increase our country’s responsibilities in protecting free- 
dom in various parts of the world. It seems apparent now that we 
also greatly increased our covert activities. I have read somewhere 
that as time progressed we had literally hundreds of such operations 
going on simultaneously. 

It seems clear that these operations have gotten out of hand. The 
knowledge regarding such operations has become so widespread that 
our country has been accused of being responsible for practically 
every internal difficulty that has occurred in every country in the 
world. Our reputation has been damaged and our capacity for ethical 
and moral world leadership has been impaired. The need to correct 
this unfortunate development is long past due. 

As one attempts to analyze the difficulty, and hopefully offer con- 
structive suggestions for improvement, he finds much confusion exist- 
ing within the system. It is clear that, lines of authority and respon- 
sibility have become blurred and indistinct. 

The National Security Council, under the act of 1947, is given the 
responsibility of directing our country’s intelligence activities. My 
experience leads me to believe that this function has not been effec- 
tively performed. The members of the NSC already have full-time jobs 
and do not have the time to oversee meticulously the actions of the 
intelligence community. Even though special committees have been 
set up from time to time to perform this task, we learn that many 
covert activities are undertaken without the knowledge of the Na- 
tional Security Council or its special committee. In the staff report 
on covert action in Chile [see app. A, p. 1441, the startling state- 
ment is made that only one-fourth of all covert action projects are 
considered by the 40 Committee. 

Another condition exists that helps explain the unfortunate predica- 
ment in which we find ourselves. I believe, on a number of occasions, 
a plan for covert action has been presented to the NSC and authority 
is requested for the CIA to proceed from point A to point B. The 
authority will be given and the action will be launched. When point B 
is reached, the persons in charge feel that it is necessary to go to 
point C, and they assume that the original authorization gives them 
such a right. From point C, thev go to D and possibly E, and even 
further. This has led to some bizarre results, and, when an investi- 
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gation is started, the excuse is blandly presented that authority was 
obtained from the NSC before the project was launched. 

I believe that the present system is no longer adequate to meet the 
task. The lack of proper controls has resulted in a freewheeling course 
of conduct on the part of persons within the intelligence community 
that has led to spectacular failures and much unfortunate publicity. 
A new approach is obviously needed for it is unthinkable that we 
can continue to commit the egregious errors that have caused such 
consternation to our friends and such delight to our enemies. 

This inquiry today is part of the broad investigation conducted by 
this committee to ascertain the facts. This is a preliminary phase 
which hopefully will lead to recommendations that will help elimi- 
nate the errors of the past, and provide the country with the ex- 
pectation that we can operate successfully in the future in this sensi- 
t,ive area with dignity and effectiveness. I know that this committee 
will be considering the means by which we can attain the improvement 
that is so necessary and is so desired by our people. 

In this connection, permit me to present to the committee a brief 
five-point plan that I believe would make progress toward achieving 
our goal. 

First, the 1947 law creating the CIA should be substantially 
amended and a new law should be written covering intelligence func- 
tions. We have had almost 30 years of experience under the old law 
and have learned a great deal. I believe it has served us reasonably 
well, but its defects have become increasingly apparent. A clearer, 
more definitive bill can be prepared that can accomplish our purposes. 
By creating clearer lines of authority and responsibility and by care- 
fully restricting certain activities, we can hopefully prevent the 
abuses of the past. 

Second, the creation of an effective joint House-Senate Committee 
to oversee intelligence operations. I consider this the most important 
function of a new law. Proper congressional oversight has been sadly 
lacking. I would hope that a small oversight committee of possibly 
five members of each chamber might be created. It should be consid- 
ered an assignment of outstanding importance and the members should 
be willing to give the necessary time to it. By keeping the committee 
small, security can be maintained and the possibility of disclosures 
can be minimized. 

With reference to covert activities, I believe it would be appropri- 
ate for this committee to be informed in advance by the executive 
branch of the Government before a covert project is launched. The 
committee should be briefed and, if it approves, then the activity can 
go forward. If the committee disapproves, it should inform the Presi- 
dent of its disapproval so that he will have the benefit of the joint 
committee’s reaction. If necessary, the President and the committee 
can confer, after which the President may decide to abandon the 
project or possibly modify it. If he persists in going ahead despite the 
committee’s disapproval, then the committee might choose to with- 
hold funds necessary to finance the activity in question. It is my feel- 
ing that the importance of the decisionmaking process in this very 
delicate field is such that there should be a joint effort by the executive 
and legislative branches. 
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I would assume that this committee will have questions in that 
regard, and I’m sure it will be valuable for us to discuss it. 

be 
Third, a new position of Director General of Intelligence should 

created. This man would be the chief intelligence officer of the 
United States. It would be his responsibility to correlate and syn- 
chronize the activities of the various agencies within the intelligence 
community. Under this concept there would still be a director r,f the 
CIA, but his duties would be confined to the day-by-day operation of 
that agency. The Director General would be responsible for the prod- 
uct that would be produced by the intelligence community, and he 
would be the chief adviser to the President on intelligence matters. 

The Director General would also be charged with the duty of seeing 
that the various agencies operated effectively and complied with the 
law. In this connection, he would have under him a number of in- 
spectors who would assist him in carryin out this function. 

Fourth, the decision regarding the un % ertakin of covert projects 
should be made by the Director General of Intel igence and the Na- f 
tional Security Council, and he would have the responsibility of seein 
that such covert projects were properly carried out by the CIA an % 
other members of the intelligence community. 

In the beginning, there was a separation between the CIA and the 
group charged with covert activities. In the early 1950’s, they were 
consolidated. I believe that there should be much stricter control over 
the launching of covert projects, but that after the basic decision is 
made, then all the assets possessed by the CIA and other agencies 
should be utilized. 

The close supervision provided for in this concept will inescapably 
diminish the number of covert operations. In my opinion, this is a 
highly desirable result. Many of the plans launched in the past should 
have been vetoed at their inception. I am sure that decisions have been 
made in the field that never would have been made in higher levels 
of our government. The guiding criterion should be the test as to 
whether or not a certain covert project truly affects our national 
security. 

Fifth, the new intelligence agency should be forbidden to undertake 
any domestic operations except to police its own employees. There 
should not be any type of catch-all provision in the new law which 
would permit the intelligence agency to spy on American citizens. All 
domestic operations of this nature should be handled by the FBI. It 
is equip 
FBI is 1 

ed to do it and a close cooperation between the CIA and the 
esirable and necessary. Certainly one agency charged with the 

responsibility of domestic surveillance activities is enough. 
We have a big job to do in this country. Our people are confused 

about our national goals and cynical about our institutions. Our na- 
tional spirit seems to have been replaced by a national malaise. It is 
my conviction that the efforts of this committee will assist us in re- 
gaining confidence in our national integrity, and in helping to restore 
to our Nation its reputation in the world for decency, fair dealing and 
moral leadership. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN. Thank you very much for a very fine statement. We 

will go next to Mr. Vance, please. 
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STATEMENT OF CYRUS VANCE, FORMER GEKl%RAL COlJNW,, DE- 
PARTMENT OF DEFENSE; FORMER SECRETARY OF TEE ARMY; 
FORMER DEPUTY SECRETARY OF DEFENSE; FORMER SPECIAL 
REPRESENTATIVE OF THE PRESIDENT ; FORMER MEMBER OF 
TEE DELEGATION TO THE VIETNAM PEACE NEGOTIATIOBS II? 
PARIS 

Mr. VANCE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
I do not have any written statement. However, I would like to speak 

briefly to what I believe is the central thrust of this committee’s in- 
vestigation : should there be any covert action 8 If so, what kinds and 
under what restraints? 

At the outset, I think it is important to underscore the distinction be- 
tween covert collection of intelligence and covert actions other than 
collection. I believe that with respect to covert collection of intelligence, 
the continuation of such collection should be permitted as I believe it 
is essential to the national security. 

With respect to covert actions, I would not recommend that all covert 
actions be prohibited by law. I believe it is too difficult to see that clear- 
ly into the future. I believe it would be wise to enact legislation pro- 
hibiting involvement in assassinations, as has been suggested by this 
committee. In addition, I would be in favor of legislation prohibiting 
interference with the electoral processes in other countries. I would 
note that the drafting of such legislation is a complex business, and it 
would have to be so drafted as not to block covert intelligence collection. 

Now, with respect to other covert actions, I believe it should be the 
policy of the United States to engage in covert actions only when they 
are absolutely essential to the national security. 

The statutes, as now drafted, use the words “affect” or “are important 
to.” [See app. B, p. 210.1 I think those words are inadequate. I think 
covert actions should be authorized only when they are essential 
to the national security. Under such a test, I believe that the number of 
covert actions would be very, very small. 

As to procedures to insure that such a policy would be carried out, 
I would suggest the following, and in this connection I might note that 
I agree with most of the recommendations that Mr. Clifford has made. 

First, I believe that any proposal for a covert action should first go 
to the National Security Council, not a sub-Cabinet level committee. 
The highest level of the Government should focus upon the question, 
and therefore it should go before the National Security Council. 

I would further suggest that the Attorney General of the United 
States be made a member of the National Security Council. This 
would insure that the chief legal officer of the United States would be 
one of those who would be passing upon the recommendation that goes 
to the President if it is in the affirmative. 

I would also recommend that the President be required to give his 
approval in writing, certifying that he believes the proposed action is 
essential to the national security. After the President’s approval, I 
would suggest that a full and complete description of the proposed 
action be communicated immediately to a joint Congressional oversight 
committee along the lines which Mr. Clifford has suggested. I believe 
that such a step would then put the committee or any of its members 
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in a position to express their disapproval or concerns about the pro- 
posed action, and to communicate them to the President of the United 
States. 

I am not suggesting that the committee should have a veto. I do not 
believe that is necessary. I am suggesting that the committee or its in- 
dividual members would be able to communicate with the President, 
thus giving him the benefit of the committee’s advice or of the advice of 
individual members. 

I believe this is and would be important to Presidents. I do not be- 
lieve there would be inevitable leaks from such a committee. I know 
that the Congress can safeguard security matters which are essential 
to our national security. 

Finally, I believe it’s necessary that a monitoring system be set up 
which would require frequent reports. I would suggest at least 
monthly to the ,highest level ; namely, the National Security Council 
and the Congress and to the joint oversight committee as to the pro - 
ress of any action which has been authorized to go forward. I thi 9 
this would tend to help in meeting the problem that Mr. Clifford sug- 
gested with respect to a covert operation moving from A to B and then 
from B to C and so on. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, I would stress that I believe such actions 
should and would be very rare and that under such a set of procedures 
there would be adequate oversight to control such activities. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN. Thank you very much, Mr. Vance. I appreciate the 

specificity of your recommendations, ‘as well as Mr. Clifford’s. 
They will be very helpful. 
May we go next to Mr. Phillips, please? 

TESTIMONY OF DAVID A. PHILLIPS, FORMER OFFICER, CENTRAL 
IRTELLDJENCE AGENCY ; PRESIDENT, ASSOCIATION OF RETIRED 
IRTELLIGEBCE OFFICERS 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman and Senators, for the record I would 
like to make it clear that any viewpoints that I express today are per- 
sonal ones. They do not represent the Bssociation of Retired Intelli- 
gence Agents, an organization of intelligence people from all services, 
of which I happen to be President. 

I would like to discuss covert action and covert activity. There’s 
nothing new about covert action, the term which describes a variety 
of hugger-mugger gambits which can be taken to influence another 
nation’s actions, attitudes, or public opinion. 

What is new is the current controversy as to whether our country 
should engage in covert action. This is a valid subject for debate. Even 
though covert operations have been drastically reduced, American in- 
telligence personnel realize that many of the problems which beset the 
intelligence community result from historical slips on the banana 
peels of covert action. The biggest banana peel of all is that vague 
phrase in the charter of CIA4 which reads “and other such functions 
and duties * * *” an ambiguous instruction which should be omitted 
from future legislat.ion. 

There are two dimensions to covert operations. The first is the major 
political or paramilitary endeavor, such as an attempt to change a 
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government-Guatemala, for instance-or to finance a secret army in 
Southeast Asia. You might call this covert action with a capital “C,” 
capital “9.” King-size, 

There is a second level of covert action, in the lower case ; covert 
action with a small “c,” small “a.” I call this “covert activity.” Little 
money, sometimes none, is spent on covert activity, where cooperative 
friends are persuaded to influence a foreign government or some ele- 
ment of it. The friend might be a government official responsive to 
an ambassador’s off-the-record request that the. local government 
tighten up its laws concerning illegal narcotics traffic to the United 
States. When the friend is met clandestinely by CIA, he is called an 
“agent of influence”. We might be a radio commentator or a local Ber- 
nard Baruch whose park bench opinions carry political weight. The 
agent of influence might be the foreign minister’s mistress. Most cov- 
ert activities utilizing the agent of influence are useful to American 
ambassadors in achieving low-key but important objectives of U.S. 
forei n policy. These activities are known in intelligence jargon as 
“mot f erhood,” and revelations concerning them would not shock or 
disturb the American public. To proscribe CIA operations in covert 
activities would be imprudent. 

Covert action, capital “(2,” capital “A”, is another matter. In 25 
years as a practitioner of covert action and covert activity in seven 
countries I have found that most of our mistakes occur when we at- 
tempt to persuade foreigners to do something which the United 
States wants more than they do. 

The most successful operations have been those in which we were 
requested to intervene-the percentage of such operations, when a 
foreign leader has asked for secret assistance, has been quite high. 
Some aspects of covert operations are anachronistic. Dirty tricks, 
such as besmirching the reputation of an individual, have been aban- 
doned and should not be revived. The expensive accessories of covert 
action in the past, such as airlines and paramilitary units, should not 
and need not be maintained as secret capabilities. 

There is a basic question to be answered: Given the distemper of 
the times, and the lack of credibility in government following Water- 
gate, can covert operations remain covert? If not, they should be 
terminated. Macy’s window is not the place for secret operations. 

Some sort of compromise seems to be in order. If American intelli- 
gence operators demand secrecy as essential in covert operations, ex- 
ecutive and congressional overseers have the even more important 
duty of knowing what intelligence agencies are doing. 

I am convinced that the CIA is the organization best suited to 
carry out covert action operations. Despite this, I have reluctantly 
come to the conclusion that the charter for covert action should rest 
elsewhere. I say this more in sorrow than anything else. Effective and 
responsible accountability override practical operational considera- 
tions. This will be best achieved in the conduct of covert action by the 
creation of a new, very small bureau or office. By statute this organiza- 
tion would be staffed by no more than 100 persons. 

Some 60 would be in a support role ; perhaps 40 officers would be en- 
gaged in the planning for and, on request, the execution of covert action 
operations. All U.S. covert action eggs then, would be in one small 
basket, a basket which could be watched very carefully. Even if not 
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utilized, such an office would be justifiable in terms of money and effort 
as a war plans unit, expandable in case of international conflict. A 
joint congressional committee should find such a unit easy to monitor, 
and the intelligence personnel working in it could then expect a re- 
duced number of congressional overseers, as opposed to the six com- 
mittees now observing covert operations. 

The office I propose would call on expertise derived from experience. 
It would not employ airlines or mercenaries or exotic paraphernalia, 
but would need the capability to provide friends with imaginative ad- 
vice and what British intelligence officers have sometimes called “King 
George’s cavalry”-money. 

Covert action is a stimulating business, a heady experience for those 
who sponsor it and for its practitioners. If not used in moderation it is 
as dangerous as any stimulant. But to suggest that covert action be 
abandoned as a pohtical option in the future is, in my opinion, inju- 
dicious, if not frivolous. Some say that covert action should be abol- 
ished because of past mistakes. This would be as foolish as abolishing 
the office of the President because it has been once abused, or to disband 
our army in peace time would be. 

The committee is aware of the S-year study recently conducted by the 
Murphy commission. 1 A conclusion of this review is that: 

Covert action should not be abandoned but should be employed only where such 
action is clearly essential to vital U.S. purposes, and then only after careful high 
level review. 

I agree. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN. Thank you, Mr. Phillips. That was a very interest- 

ing presentation. And now, Mr. Halperin. 

STATEMENT OF MORTON H.HA.LPERIN,FORYER DEPUTY ASSIST- 
ANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE FOR IIfTERlJATIOBAL AFFAIRS; 
FORMER ASSISTANT FOR PLAIVNIIW, NATIONAL SECURITY 
COUNCIL STAFF 

Mr. HALPERIN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
It’s a great honor to be here and especially by the- fact that I’m 

appearing on a panel with two gentlemen under whom I had the great 
honor of serving in the Department of Defense, Mr. Vance and Mr. 
Clifford. 

I have a somewhat longer statement than the others, Mr. Chairman, 
and I would, therefore, propose to summarize it. But I would ask that 
the full statement be included in the record. 

The CHAIF~MAN.V~I-Y well. 
[The prepared statement of Morton H. Halperin follows:] 

WEPABED STATEMENT OF MOBTON H. HALPEBIN 

Mr. Chairman, I consider it an honor and a privilege to be invited to testify 
before this committee on the question of covert operations. From this committee’s 
unprecedented review of the activities of our intelligence agencies must come a 
new definition of what the American people will permit to be done in their name 
abroad and allow to be done to them at home. No problem is more di5cult and 
contentious than that of covert operations. 

1 Report of the Commisslon on the Organization of the Government for the Conduct of 
Foreign Policy, June 1975. 
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It appears that I have been cast in the role of the spokeman on the left on this 
issue. It is an unaccustomed position and one that I accept with some discomfort. 
It should be clear to the committee that there are a great many thoughtful and 
articulate Americans whose views on this question are considerably to the left 
of mine, at least as these terms are normally used. I would not preume to speak 
for them. Nor, Mr. Chairman, am I speaking for the organizations with which 
I am now afllliated. I appear, as you requested, as an individual to present my 
own views. 

I believe that the United States should no longer ‘maintain a career service for 
the purpose of conducting covert operations and covert intelligence collection 
bv human means. 

-1 believe also that the United States should eschew as a matter of national 
policy the conduct of covert operations. The prohibition should be embodied in a 
law with the same basic structure as the statute on assassinations which the 
committee has alreadv recommended. 

These proposals are not put forward because I believe that no covert operation 
could ever be in the American interest or because I could not conceive of cir- 
cumstances where the capability to conduct a covert operation might seem to be 
important to the secudty of the United States. I can in fact envision such 
circumstances. However, I believe that the potential for covert operation has been 
greatly over-rated and in my view the possible beneiits of a few conceivable 
operations are far out-weighed by the costs to our society of maintaining a capa- 
bility for covert operations and permitting the executive branch to conduct such 
operations. 

The relevations made by this committee in its report on assassinations are in 
themselves suflicient to make my case. I will rely on these illustrations not be- 
cause there are not many others of which we are all aware but rather to avoid 
any dispute over facts. 

The case against covert operations is really very simple. Such operations are 
incompatible with our democratic institutions, with Congressional and public 
control over foreign policy decisions, with our constitutional rights, and with 
the principles and ideals that this Republic stands for in the world. 

Let me begin with the last point. The CIA operations described in this com- 
mittee’s assassination report are disturbing not only because murder was planned 
and attempted, but also because the operations went against the very principles 
we claim to stand for in the world. In Cuba, the Congo and Chile we intervened 
in the internal atfairs of other countries on our own initiative and in the belief 
that we had the rinht to determine for others what kind of government their 
country needed and-who posed a threat to their welfare. We acted not because we 
believed those that we opposed were the tools of foreign powers kept in otlke 
by outside intervention ; rather we acted in the face of assertions by the intelli- 
eence communitv that the leaders we onnosed were nonular in their own lands. 
--Inthe Congo our efforts were directed-at keeping Lumumba from speaking and 
keeping the parliament from meeting because we believed that allowing him to 
speak or allowing the parliament to meet would have meant that Lumumba would 
be back in otllce. In Chile we preached to the military the need to ignore the con- 
stitution and to overthrow a democratically elected government. We warned 
that the alternative was deprivation and poverty for the Chilean people. 

All of these things were undertaken in the name of the United States but 
without the knowledge or consent of the Congress or the public. Nor could such 
consent have been obtained. Can you imagine a President asking the Congress to 
approve a program of seeking to reduce the people of Chile to poverty unless their 
military, in violation of the constitution, seized power; or the President seeking 
funds to be used to keep the Congolese Parliament out of session so that it could 
not vote Lumumba back into offlce; or the authority to promise leniency to Mafia 
leaders if they would help to assassinate Castro. These programs were kept 
covert not only because we would be embarrassed abroad, but also because they 
would not be approved if they were subjected to the same Congressional and 
public scrutiny as other programs. That is one major evil of having a covert 
capability and allowing our Presidents to order such operations. The assassina- 
t.ions themselves may have been an aberration; the means and purposes of our 
interventions were not. 

Another inevitable consequence of conducting covert operations is that it dis- 
torts our democratic system in ways that we are only beginning to understand. 
Covert operations by their nature cannot be debated openly in ways required by 
our constitutional system. Moreover, they require efforts to avoid the structures 
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that normally govern the conduct of our olficials. One obvious area is lying to the 
nublic and the Coneress. 

We should not Forget that the erosion of trust between the government and 
the people in this Republic began with the U-2 affair and has continued through 
a series of covert o$rations including Chile. Whether or not perjury was com- 
mitted-and I see little doubt that it was-it is surely the case that the Congress 
and the public were systematically deceived about the American intervention 
in Chile. Such deception must stop if we are to regain the trust needed in this 
nation; it cannot stop as long as we are conducting covert operations. Given 
the current absence of consensus on foreign policy goals, such operations will 
not be accorded the deference they were given in the past. Critics will press 
as they do now on Angola and Portugal. And administrations will feel the 
need and the right to lie. 

Surely at this point in time it is not necessary to remind ourselves of the 
certainty that the techniques that we apply to others will inevitably be turned 
on the American neode bv our own intellieence services. Whether that extends 
to assassination cas‘sadly become an open question but little else is. 

The existence of a capability for covert operations inevitably distort.8 the 
decision making process. Presidents confronted with hard choices in foreign 
policy have to face a variety of audiences in framing a policy. This in my view 
is all to the good. It keeps us from straying far from our principles, from what 
a majority of our citizens are prepared to support, from a policy out of touch 
with reality. The overt policies of the American government ultimately come 
under public scrutiny and Congressional debate. Long before that they have 
been subject to bureaucratic struggles in which the opponents of the policy 
have their day in court. 

Our intelligence analysts are free to explain why the policy will not work. 
With covert policies none of this happens. Intelligence community analysts 
were not told of the plans to assassinate Castro and so they did not do the 
careful analysis neeessarv to su~wrt their view that it would make no dif- 
ference. The- Assistant S&etary*&f State for Latin America was kept in the 
dark about Track II in Chile so he was not able to argue against it and inad- 
vertently deceived the public. 

- - 

In fact, I would a&ue that the route of covert operations is often chosen 
precisely to avoid the bureaucratic and public debate which our Presidents 
and their closest advisers come to despise. That is precisely what is wrong with 
them. Our Presidents should not be able to conduct in secret operations which 
violate our principles, jeopardize our rights, and have not been subject to the 
checks and balances which normally keep policies in line. 

You will hear, I am sure, various proposals to cure these evils by better 
forms of control. Such proposals are important, well-intentioned and certainly 
far better than the status quo, but I have come to believe that they cannot 
succeed in curing the evils inherent in having a covert capability. The only 
weapon that opponents of a Presidential policy, inside or outside the executive 
branch, have is public debate. If  a policy can be debated openly, then Congress 
may be persuaded to constrain the President and nublic nressure mav force a 
change in policy. But if secrecy is accepted as the norm a& as legitimate, then 
the checks put on corert operations can easily he ignored. 

Let me conclude by violating my self-imposed rule to draw only on cases in 
the assassination report and discuss some rumored current covert onerations. 
I ask you to assume (since I assume that the committee is not -prepared to 
confirm) that the Vnitd Stntes now has undrrwav it major uroeram of 
intervention in Angola and a plan to create an independent kzor& Republic 
should that prove “necessary”. I ask roll to consider hc,w the Congress and 
the public would treat these proposals if they were presented openly for public 
debate. Congress could, in principle, vote publicly to send aid to one side in the 
Angolan civil war as other nations are doing and we could publicly invite 
the people of the Azores to choose independence and gain our support. But 
because we maintain a corert operations capability and because such operations 
are permitted, the President can avoid debate in the bureaucracy and with the 
Congress and the public. We can be drawn deeply into commitments without our 
consent and have actions taken on our behalf that we have no opportunity 
to stop by public pressure or to punish at the polls. 

Mr. Chairman, in response to the nwitinn J h8re ontlinrd briefly thin morning, 
one is confronted with a parade of hypothetical horrible,cthe terrorists with 
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the nuclear weapons, a permanent oil embargo and the like. To these I would 
reply in part that such scenarios seem implausible and should they occur the 
likelihood that covert capabilities could make an important difference also 
seems remote. As to the consequences of legislating a total prohibition in light 
of the possible unexpected catastrophe, I am content to call your attention 
back to the committee’s excellent treatment of this issue in your assassination 
report. 

This country is not, in my view, in such dangerous peril that it need continue 
to violate its own principles and ignore its own constitutional system to per- 
petuate a capability which has led to assassination attempts, to perjury, and to 
the subversion of all that we stand for at home and abroad. We are secure 
and we are free. Covert operations have no place in that world. 

Mr. Chairman, let me say again how grateful I am for this opportunity to 
part.icipate in this historic debate. I have published two articles on this subject 
which I have attached to this statement and which I request be made part of 
the record of your hearings. 

I look forward to your questions. 
Mr. HALPERIN. Mr. Chairman, my view is really very simple. I be- 

lieve that the United St.ates should no longer maint.ain the career serv- 
ice for the purpose of conducting covert operations or covert intelli- 
gence collection by human beings. 

I also believe that the United States should outlaw as a matter of 
national policy the conduct of covert operations, and I think this pro- 
hibition should be in a law similar to the assassination statute that 
the committee has already proposed. 

Now I do not put forward these proposals because I believe that 
there never would be a situation in which the United States might 
want to conduct a covert operation or indeed, that there might not be 
a situation where t.hat would seem important to people. 

I do so because I believe that the evil of having a capability for 
covert actions, the harm that has come to our society and to the world 
from the existence of that capability, and the authority in t,he Presi- 
dent for using that capability far outweighs the possible potential 
benefits in a few situations of using covert means. And I believe that 
in such situations the United States will have to use other means to 
promote its interest. 

I think that the revelations made by this committee in its assassina- 
tion report are sufficient to make that case, and I will therefore draw 
my illustrations from those. 

It seems to me that covert operations are incompatible with our 
democratic institutions with congressional and publrc control of for- 
eign policy decisions, with the constitutional rights of American citi- 
zens, and with the principles and ideals that we thought this Republic 
stood for in the world. 

Let me begin with the last item. 
The CIA operat,ions described in this committee’s assassination re- 

port are disturbing, not only, I would say, much less because murder 
was planned and attempted, but because these operations went against 
all of the principles that we believe in and stand for in the world. In 
Cuba and the Congo and in Chile we intervened in the internal affairs 
of other countries on our own initiative because we thought that we 
knew better than the people of those countries what kind of govern- 
ment they should have and whether they should be prepared to resort 
to assassination to change the kind of government that they seemed to 
be getting. 

We acted not in the belief that the leaders of those count,ries were 
tools of the Soviet Union or of the international Communist con- 
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spiracy. Our intelligence agencies were telling us correctly that these 
men were popular leaders at home who had broad support within their 
societies, whet.her or not we liked their policies. 

Indeed, it seems to me the case that we acted against them because 
we feared their popularity, we feared that Lumumba was a spellbind- 
ing speaker and so on. 

In the Congo our efforts were directed at keeping Lumumba from 
speakin and directed at keeping the Parliament from meeting. We 
thus vio ated basic principles of American values, that a society should 7 
determine it.s course by free speech and by parliamentary democracy. 

These are the things precisely that we feared and that our agents 
sought to defeat. 

In Chile we preached to the military the need to ignore the constitu- 
tion and to overthrow a popularly elected government. WC warned 
them that the alternative would be the deprivation and starvation of 
the people of Chile. And then we carried out that plan after they 
ignored our proposals. 

In my view these proposals and these operations were covert, not 
only because we would be embarrassed abroad if they came out, but 
precisely because they would not and could not be approved by the 
Congress and the public if they were revealed. 

This is in my view the major evil of having a covert operations ca- 
pabilit,y and permitting our Presidents to order covert operat,ions, 
namely that the will order things that they know this society would 
not condone an i that the Congress would not condone if they were 
made public. 

Another inevitable consequence of conducting covert operations is 
that it dist.orts our democratic system, it distorts the way we should 
make decisions and normally do make decisions in this society, and it 
distorts the way public officials are supposed to deal with the Congress 
antthe gublic. 

ne o vlous area and one very disturbing area is lying. I think it is 
clear that lying is an essential part of covert operations, and the his- 
tory of that bears it out. I think we should not forget, Mr. Chairman, 
that the erosion of confidence between the President, the executive 
branch, and the people in the society, in my view, started with the U-2 
affair. We learned then that Presidents lied to us about what. we do to 
other countries and what the United States is about. And that has con- 
tinued through a long series of covert operations, the latest of which 
is perhaps Chile, or perhaps now Angola. 

In my view, in the case of Chile, actual perjury was committed be- 
fore Senate committees. Whether or not that is the case, it surely is 
clear that the Congress and the public were systematically deceived 
and systematically lied to about what we had done in Chile. 

Now in my view such deception needs to be stopped if we’re going 
to regain the trust that we need in this society. It cannot stop as long 
as we conduct covert operations. Given the current lack of consensus 
in our society about what our foreign policy interests are, every major 
covert operation will produce controversy inside the executive branch. 
It will produce controversy among t.hose few Congressmen and Sen- 
ators who are told about it, and the inevitable results will be press 
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leaks and the inevitable response to press leaks will be additional lies 
or additional deception of the America,1 people. 

NOW, Mr. Chairman, I wrote those remarks before I read the com- 
mittee’s report on Chile, and I must say that reading that very much 
reinforces this view, and I would like to just call your attention back 
to the description in this committee’s report on covert a&ion in Chile. 

From independence in 1818 until the military coup d’etat of September 1973 
Chile underwent only three brief interruptions of its democratic conditions. 
From 1932 until the overthrow of Allende in 1973 constitutional rule in Chile was 
unbroken. 

[See A pendix A, p. 144.1 
Mr. Cl!’ airman, we are all aware of the precious few number of 

countries in which that is true, and I think all of us believed that the 
fun$io? of *erican policy m part was to maintain those kinds of 
mstltutlons m those kmds of countries, and indeed, apologists of 
covert operations tell us that that is the purpose of covert operations. 

But if one looks at the objective of the American covert operation 
in Chile during this period, they were not designed to maintain that 
system. 

Our objective was not to preserve a free democratic election 
process in Chile. Our objective was very simple. It was to keep 
Salvador Allende from coming to power. We tried to do that by 
intervening in elections. We tried to do that by buying newspapers. 
We tried to do that by creating false propaganda which would scare 
the people of Chile. And when all that failed, when Salvadore Allende 
received the vote and was going to be elected President of Chile, we 
went to the military of Chile, and said, you now have a higher duty. 
It is the duty to prevent him from coming to power by overthrowing 
the constitution, by overthrowing more than 40 years of constitutional 
democratic rule and the tradition going back more than a century. 

We told them that if they did not violate those conditions, that we 
would do everything we could to destroy the economy of Chile, and 
when Salvador Allende came to power we did everything in our power 
to destroy the economy of Chile. And then we were told by the 
administration that we were not responsible for the coup because the 
day before the coup the generals who carried it out did not come to 
us and say, “should we carry out the coup ?’ 

I think our responsibility for the coup in Chile, for the fascist 
dictatorship that exists there now, for the repression that exists there 
now, is very clear and is very clearly spelled out in the committee’s 
report on covert action in Chile. We are told in that report that the 
actions in Chile are striking, but not unique. Unusual, but not 
unprecedented. 

And I must say, Mr. Chairman, that in my own view, what the 
United States did in Chile would stand as a reason to abolish covert 
operations almost on its own. 

I think we also know how these techniques can be turned back 
on our own people. The false propaganda, the surveillance, the 
COINTELPRO operat.ions of the FBI, are of a piece with the things 
the CIA was doing abroad. Moreover, the Rxistence of a covert opera- 
tions capability inevitably distorts the decisionmaking process both 
within the executive branch and outside. 
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When the President proposes to do something overtly, he must con- 
sult wit,h a large number of people within the executive branch. There 
is often an opportunity for debate. Officials on the intelligence side 
of the CIA can give their views and are consulted, and then the 
President must wme before the Co ress and debate the issue. 

All of this can be avoided, all of t “% is is avoided with covert opera- 
tions. A very small number of people, most of whom are career offi- 
cials who have spent their life plannin 
these things, and then four or five very % 

covert operations, propose 
usy senior officials, we now 

learn, by telephone approved these operations, 
The United States is now conducting operations throughout the 

world which had been subjected to a telephone vote of senior officials 
based on the recommendation of career covert operators, Indeed, I 
would argue, Mr. Chairman, that one of the reasons Presidents choose 
covert operations is precisely to avoid the bureaucratic and public de- 
bates that they come to despise. They want to do things quickly. They 
want to do things without debate. Covert operations provide a way 
to do that, and that. is why they choose those policies, and that is my 
view of what is wrong with them. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in response to the proposal that we should 
abolish covert operations, one is confronted with a parade of hypo- 
thetical horrors. The terrorists armed with the nuclear weapon, a 
permanent oil embargo, and the like. 

To these I would reply that these scenarios seem to be exceedingly 
implausible, and should they occur, the likelihood that a covert capa- 
bility would make an important difference also seems to me to be 
remote. 

And if there is an unexpected total catastrophe, I would refer the 
committee back to its own dealing with this subject in the question of 
assassinations. The Constitution IS not a suicide pact. The President 
does have the res 

cf 
onsibilit 

the Republic, an then he B 
to act if it is genuinely necessary to save 

as the obligation to do what Lincoln did, 
to wme before the congress and the public and to say openly, LLImpeach 
me, don’t reelect me. Stop this operation.” 

With covert operations as they now exist, the President never has 
the responsibility to come before the Republic to say what he did and 
to ask that it be approved or ratified. 

Just to conclude, in my view this country is not in such dangerous 
peril that it needs to continue to violate its own principles and to 
ignore its own constitut,ional system to perpetuate a capability which 
has led to assassination attempts, to perjury at home, and to the sub- 
version of all that we stand for in the world. 

In my view, Mr. Chairman, we are secure and free and I do not 
believe that covert operations have any place in that world. 

Thank you very much. 
The CHAIRMAN. Thank you very much, Mr. Halperin. 
I think I will begin my questions with you, if I may. The committee 

chose the Chilean case as a case history of a covert operation which 
should be made public because of its belief that it contained all of 
the elements, nearly all, that are normally associated with covert 
operations, and for that reason it is a highly instructive kind of report 
to issue. Second, because in the view of most, members of this com- 
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mittee, at least, it contained the most drastic examples of abuse con- 
flicting with all of our professed principles as a Nation and 
interfering with the right of the Chilean people to choose their own 
government by peaceful means in accordance with their own constitu- 
tional processes. 

Sow, you have suggested that all covert activity be banned. Would 
you include in that clandestine collection of information important to 
the intelligence needs of the country? 

Mr. HALPERIS. I would not, but I do not believe we can collect in- 
telligence information vital to the security of the United States by 
having human agents in the developing parts of the world. 71Te could 
have a spy in the Kremlin. I’m quite prepared to have that. But as the 
committee report itself shows, if we send people to Chile to find out 
day to day whether there’s going to be a coup, they end up influencing 
that coup just in the way they respond to the information, thus the 
Chilean military learned that we would want a coup. 

In mv view, the only purpose for which information of that kind 
is essential is to carry out coups, and if we give up covert operations in 
the Third World, then I think we can give up the presence on a routine 
basis of individuals in those count,ries who collect information. 

Now, there may be cases where one can in fact collect very im- 
portant information about the Soviet Union by having an agent in 
Paraguay. I would suggest that those be done on a case-by-case basis. 
I would say no agents abroad except if they are approved on a case- 
by-case basis to collect information about countries of genuine concern 
to us, and then put under very tight control. 

The CHAIRMAX. In other words, you are not actually proposing a 
total ban on all covert operations but you would impose severe restric- 
tions, even on the use of clandestine agents, for the purpose of col- 
lecting intelligence information. 

Mr. HALPEFUN. I am proposing, without the exception I mentioned, 
a total ban on all covert operations. I am suggesting that we greatly 
control but not eliminate human collection. 

The CHAIRMAS. I personally believe that in our society, sooner or 
later, any covert operation of any scale is going to surface. It’s just a 
question of time? and since that is one of the attributes of a free 
society, and a price that, we are willing to pay, we might as well face 
up to It. This means that sooner or later any sizable covert operation 
that we undertake in a foreign country is going to come to light one 
way or another. 

It is also my personal view that since that is true, and has indeed 
happened, the cumulative effect of these exposures has had an ex- 
traordinarily dama#ging effect on the good name and reputation of the 
United States throughout the world. 

I’m concerned about t.he propriety, however, of writing into law an 
absolute ban for two reasons. The first you have covered. Who can 
forecast the future8 We might be on the brink of some horrifying 
nuclear holocaust. and a covert onerlttion of some kind might prevent 
the destruction of civilization. You say in that case don’t worry be- 
cause the Constitution is not a suicide pact and the President has and 
could draw upon his constitutional authority to preserve the Republic. 

But I see a second case, unrelated to the imperatives of national 
survival, and that is a case like Portugal, where 85 percent of the 
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people have expressed themselves against a Communist regime and 
are struggling to achieve some kind of democratic government. 

Xow, assume in that case, t.hat a very small and militant Communist 
minority covertly supported and financed by the Soviet Union is at- 
tempting to impose such a regime against the express will of a com- 
manding majority of the people. Xow, in that kind of case, if we were 
to elect to attempt to assist the democratic parties in the struggle, and 
the facts surfaced some months or some years later, that’s not the kind 
of thing that we would have to plausibly deny in accordance with that 
doctrine. It would be a case that we can say, “Yes, we were there and we 
are proud of it, because what we tried to do clearly conformed with 
our traditional values as a nation. We stand for that.” 

I think that kind of covert activity would not be damaging to the 
good name and reputation of the United States, given those 
circumstances. 

Xow, my question to you is, what about cases of this kind in connec- 
tion with your recommendation of a total ban? 

Mr. HALPERIS. Let me answer that in two ways, Mr. Chairman. 
First, I would say that one has to weigh whatever benefits you think 
might accrue from that kind of activity in those situations against the 
cost of having the capability and having the President able to use it. 

Second, my recomendation is not that we do not interfere in the 
affairs of other countries, but simply that we not do it by covert 
operations. 

In my view the United States and the countries of Western Europe 
have quite properly interfered in the affairs of Portugal by saying 
to the Portuguese people, if you maintain a democratic, open system, 
we will give you some substantial economic assistance. If you get a 
government we consider closed and repressive, we will not. And I 
would say that we might well want to step up and increase that aid. 

Now, as far as covert aid, I would say first of all I would not go to 
them, I would let them come to us. And then I would say, we will do 
it, but we will not do it covertly, and you have to choose between 
taking the aid openly or not taking it at all. It is no secret, for ex- 
ample, that the socialist parties of Western Europe give aid to Portu- 
gal, and Portugal takes it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The difficulty I find with your answer to the situa- 
tion I posed is simply this. It is easy to say in such situations, “Do it 
openly.” But in the situation I described, there is a strug 
for the kind of government that is going to be establishe 

le going on 
if , and overt, 

open foreign interference in that struggle would probably be highly 
counterproductive. It would be resented the way open, foreign inter- 
ference in the political process in the United States would be resented. 
Doubtless it would backfire on the very groups we sought to help. 
Thus, I think that answer is too easv. It is too easy to say in such a situ- 
ation, “let it be overt, let it be open, let them come to us and we will give 
them economic assistance or foreign aid,” when that doesn’t really 
address itself to the kind of situation that exists there. 

The Russians, if it were profitable for them to come in openly, 
would be doing it openly, but they recognize, I suppose, that such open 
intervention would be counterproductive to their cause. I’m saying 
that there may be situations where the United States could act covertly, 
but would not be embarrassed later when it became known because our 
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action was in line with our best traditions, helping people when they 
needed help to achieve free government. 

The problem I see with covert operations in the last 20 years is that 
they have been utterly directed toward the opposite objective, keeping 
all kinds of despotisms, corrupt, rotten regimes in power all over the 
world. When we have been exposed in having done it, we have been 
severe1 damaged, and we have really lost our capacity for moral 
leaders ip. E 

Mr. HALPFXIN. If you say that, if the situation is one in which the 
aid Gould only be given secretly, I would think one would have to 
weigh how often 
will be against t 3: 

ou think it will occur, how important you think that 
e consequences which we have seen in the past of 

having a covert capability, and whether you think you can correct it. 
But I agree that is a hard balance, and my view is that we can help 
those people enough in open ways that we should not take the course 
of having covert operations. 

The CHAIRMAN. Would any other members of the panel care to com- 
ment on this particular question ? 

Mr. Cmnn. Might I do so? 
The CHAIRMAN. Please. 
Mr. CLIFFORD. I find Mr. Halperin’s eloquence on Chile very impres- 

sive. The main reason I find it so is that I agree with him completely 
insofar as Chile is concerned. I think we never should have gone into 
Chile. I think that our so doing violates the restriction that we should 
use covert operations only when the national security of the United 
States is involved. 

I do not believe the national security of the United States is involved 
in Chile. I think we never should have gone in. So when he talks about 
Chile, I agree with all that he says, and I agree also with the emotional 
factor that is present there in his comment. At the same time, we must 
be careful when we feel emotionally about a situation of that kind that 
we don’t permit ourselves to be affected when we must reason out a 
legislative enactment for the future. 

We cannot foresee what lies ahead. We must be very careful that we 
do not restrict ourselves because of the lack of prescience that we have 
as to what the future will bring. 

Now, I know there have been covert activities on the part of our 
Government that have been very valuable. Almost the first one that we 
took, the first step that we took was in early 1948 under President 
Truman, when it was entirely possible that the future of Western 
Europe was at stake. You will remember that he enunciated the Tru- 
man doctrine message in 1947 that saved Greece and Turkey, most 
historians believe, and then in the spring of 1948 there was an enor- 
mousl important election in Italy. The Communists were very promi- 
nent. P t looked as though they were going to win. If Italy had gone 
Communist, at that time, the Mediterranean could have very well gone 
Communist, and the im act on France and Belgium and other coun- 
tries in Europe would R ave been very profound. 

The United States saw fit to conduct a covert operation in Italy. Had 
they done so openly, it not only would have been counterproductive, 
but I think it would have assured a Communist victory. 

The United States is not liked in a great many parts of the world. 
It isn’t particularly liked in South America, for instance, and as soon 
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as the United States presence is known, then its allies in that particu- 
lar country are under suspicion. I think, for instance, one of the curious 
results of our efforts in Chile is probably to reduce substantially the 
standing of the Socialist Democratic Party which we were attempting 
to help. And that’s what we have to be so careful about. 

So, because there have been failures, we should not restrict ourselves 
because there have been successes. We should not freewheel. We should 
find a middle ground so that we profit from the mistakes of the past 
but still leave ourselves open to the opportunities of the future. 

Thank you. 
The CHA~AN. I have just one followup question for you in that 

regard, Mr. Clifford, and then I will turn to other members of the 
committee. 

You have given us some recommendations concerning changes that 
need to be made, and one of those recommendations was to estabhsh 
a joint congressional oversight committee which would participate in 
future covert action decisionmaking. 

I take it from what you said that this is not a matter that can be 
likened to the present law in which the Executive decides to undertake 
covert action and afterward simply reports that decision to six differ- 
ent committees of the Congress, but that your concept would be such 
that a new committee would at the very least have a consultative role. 
In other words, it would be advised in advance of the initiation of any 
new significant covert operation. This proposed committee would be 
given an opportunity to express its own opinion either for or against it, 
and thus bring its influence to bear on the final decision of the Prea- 
dent. It would have the tools, that is, the fiscal tools, if an administra- 
tion persisted in going against its advice, to reduce appropriations or 
to retaliate in some way that is consistent with the congressional control 
of the purse strin 

Mr. CLIFFORD. F es, Mr. Chairman. I think that on this particular 
issue, the whole future of the efforts of this committee and the future 
of our country insofar as covert activities are involved, depend on that 
major premise. You cannot be assured of proper oversight if you leave 
it all to the executive branch of the Government. It doesn’t work that 
way. The power of the institution of the Presidency is so great in the 
executive branch of the Government that he can avoid almost any kind 
of oversight that you might set up within the executive branch. He, as 
a member of the National Security Council, appoints the other mem- 
bers of the National Security Council, so they become his men. 

They in turn appoint the 40 Committee, so he has complete control 
over them. 

The Rockefeller Commission suggested that the President’s Foreign 
Intelligence Advisory Board be greatly strengthened and that they 
could constitute the oversight. I disagree. It is very limited, the func- 
tion that they can perform. They are all appointed by the President. 
If the President chose to, technically he could just appoint individuals 
whose views he already knew, and whose attitudes were exactly similar 
to his. 

So there is no real protection there within the executive branch of 
the Government. If you’re going to get the protection that we have to 
have, you’ll get it only, I believe, from the legislative branch of our 
Government. In this regard, if I might say with all respect, I believe 
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the Congress has failed up until now because since the enactment of the 
National Security Act of 1947, 200 bills have been presented in the 
Congress of the United States looking toward greater control and 
oversight. Of these, about 147 of them had to do with setting up a 
special committee of the kind that we are talking about. 

Out of 200 bills, all of them died in committee, I think, except two, 
and those two got to the floor and were very substantially defeated. 

Now, what the background of that is I do not know. Lots of time I 
don’t understand the legislative mind, but I’m telling you only what 
the result is of those particular efforts. 

Now, what we must do is recognize that this is where the oversight 
must be. I think that we can arrive at a plan which is constitutional 
and does not involve the encroachment upon the executive branch, as 
you sug est. 
covert P 

If the President is under the obligation of referring a 
p an to the special committee, I would hope it would be a small 

committee, and after referring the plan, the committee has a chance 
to study it. They then report to the President, and they could report 
to him that they are opposed to it. 

Now, that cannot control the President under our Constitution, but 
he certainly proceeds at his peril after that. He mi ht choose to aban- 
don it if he finds that the oversight committee re P uses to approve it. 
He might choose to modify it in such a manner that he would gain 
their consent. If, however, they still say we reject it, and he chooses to 
go ahead, he must have that right to do it under our Constitution. 
Then, however, the Congress, through this committee, can choose to 
exert its appropriating capacity, and can refuse to appropriate the 
money. 

In this way I think we get a kind of oversight that we need. We 
know that the whole CIA operation has been abused in the ast be- 
cause of the enormous power of the President. This plan, I be ieve, in B 
this area will prevent the kind of concern that Mr. Halperin properly 
has about many mistakes of the past that we have engaged in. Thank 
you. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you. Do you have any comment you’d like to 
make, Mr. Vance, on that aspect of the committee’s function? 

Mr. VANCE. No. As I indicated in my opening remarks, Mr. Chair- 
man, I agree with what Mr. Clifford suggested. 

The CHAIRMAN. Let’s go then to Senator Hart. 
Senator HART of Michigan. Maybe my asking you to define national 

security is asking the impossible, but if it is, the Congress won’t be 
able to define it either. So we ought to face it. So I ask you, Mr. Clif- 
ford, what do you mean by “national security” specifically? Today in 
Angola? Years ago in the Congo? 

We’re told that Soviet aid and Cuban military people are in Angola, 
and there are a lot of financial resources there. If the national security 
of this country involved- 

Mr. CLIFFORD. Senator, there is no definitive decision or definition of 
the expression “national security” and there cannot be. What is a 
national security problem today might not be a national security prob- 
lem at all 6 months from now, and vice versa. But we have to have an 
inclusive type of expression of that kind so that those who are in 
charge of our Government will be faced with the responsibility of 
determining whether the threat that exists is such that it has a pro- 
found impact upon the continued existence of our country. 
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I give a rather serious and rather restrictive connotation to the ex- 
pression. At one time it was said that we were in Southeast Asia be- 
cause our national security was involved. I think that was erroneous. I 
don’t need to go back over that whole thing, but I think our national 
security was not involved in Southeast Asia. I believe our national 
security was never involved in Chile. 

Now whether Portugal involvement is a matter of national security 
is a question that must be left to our country’s leaders who have the 
information to understand what other countries are doin there, who 
understand how serious the threat is, whether there would ie an impact 
upon NATO, and whether to have a communist country within the 
confines of the NATO organization would lead us into a posture where 
we would be concerned about the continuation of that program in 
Europe. 

Also, Senator, I think our country’s leaders must have a general 
idea of where our country’s interests lie in the world. 

Now we know, for instance, that all that happens in, the northern 
hemisphere is of importance to us. We’re very concerned with what 
happens in Canada and Mexico, and perhaps in the Caribbean. That’s 
an area of immediate concern to us. Also, Europe., traditionally after 
two world wars, we know, is an, area of enormous interest and concern 
to us. 

I think we have come to know the Middle East is. I think we know 
that the position that Japan occupies in the Pacific is a matter of con- 
tinuing concern. 

So I believe we have to have some general concepts in our mind as to 
where the areas in the world are that really involve our national se- 
curity. This then eliminates a lot of areas in the world where we are 
spending a lot of money now and spinning our wheels and I think 
doing it improperly. 

Senator HART of Michigan. But your answer suggests that there 
are many factors which, forgetting the geographical location, could 
be assigned as justification for the conclusion that there is national 
security su5cient to justify covert action. 

Several of you have spent time in the White House. IS there some- 
thing about the White House that generates the tendency to view as a 
grave threat activities and developments which are seen by outsiders 
as merely intense economic competition? Is there something about the 
responsibility, perhaps attached to the Executive that produces this 
kind of dynamic that you and I outside would think was just hard- 
uosed diplomatic convenience, but if you were the President you would 
regard it a- 

Mr. CLIFFORD. I’m not conscious that such an attitude exists, Sena- 
tor. To a great extent the attitudes within the White House are con- 
trolled by the attitude of the President of the United States. And if 
a President has, as a part of his makeup. a feeling of concern over cer- 
tain types of developments in the world, if, for instance, on occasion, 
he feels that his personal reputation is involved in some international 
imbroglio, those attitudes will be reflected by the men who work for 
him in the White House. 

We’ve had some men in the White House who reacted very con- 
servatively to developments abroad and handled them very intelli- 
gently. We’ve had some dire emergencies like American planes being 
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shot down or ships being sunk, and some men reacted violently to such 
incidents and some reacted, I think, with great maturity. 

So that there is no generalization that can be made. We’ve had a re- 
cent incident, as you know, that I think to a great extent divided the 
American people, and that was the decision that was made with refer- 
ence of the Mayagmz. 

Senator HART of Michigan. That wasn’t covert. 
Mr. CLIFFORD. But I’m talking about the general reaction to danger 

that occurs in the world. Some felt that that was the thing to do, and 
I thought it was a disaster from the standpoint of our country. But 
that’s the way different men look at it. So there is no generalization 
that I think can be made. 

Senator HART of Michigan. Mr. Vance, do you have a memory of 
those days ? 

Mr. VANCE. Yes. In addressing the first question that you put to 
Mr. Clifford, I don’t know whether it really helps but I think I would 
define national security as a matter that affects the vital interest of 
the United States. That helps me a little bit in trying to describe the 
kind of matters that would be encompassed within the national se- 
curity. I don’t know whether that would help others, but it helps me. 

Senator HART of Michigan. Where does that leave you on the busi- 
ness of the Congo and the threat of a pro-Communist government in- 
volved in the Congo [now Zaire] ? Does that justify covert action in 
the Congo 8 

Mr. VANCE. I can only answer that by saying that one has to, I think, 
take it in the context of the world situation as viewed by the President 
and his advisers at that particular point in history. I agree with what 
Mr. Clifford has said and I don’t think that you can write a sta,tute 
which is so precise that one is going to have a yardstick a.gainst which 
to measure it. So it’s ultimately going to depend on the President and 
his advisers and those in the Congress with whom he will be 
consulting. 

Therefore, that would lead me to the conclusion that if you estab- 
lished the oversight committee that we had been talking about, this 
then broadens the focus that is brought to bear in determining whether 
or not the matter in question indeed affects a vital interest of the 
United States and thus its national security. 

Mr. CLLFFORD. Senator, could I add a sentence to that? I think what 
we’ve been going through as a country is that after the Second World 
War we felt very strongly the responsibility that existed upon this 
Nation because we came out of the war with enormous power. The rest 
of the world really was prostrate and so we accepted more and more 
responsibility. When any trouble happened in the world, WC felt it was 
our burden to go and straighten it out, whether it was in the Congo or 
whether it was in Chile or wherever it was. Well, finally, it got to be in 
Southeast Asia, so we had an international concept at that time which 
I think, as the years have passed, has proved to be erroneous. 

SO that today I think the proper attitude is, we do not have this 
worldwide responsibility if we’re talking about being the policeman 
of the world. 

SO if before we thought that the Congo was important, I don’t think 
it is SO today. I don’t believe that Chile affects our natlonal security. 
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It’s difficult for me to find places in the world outside of the major 
powers that I believe actually affect our national security. 

So my hope is that we have been through a period that greatly en- 
larged the term “national security,” and I hope now in the future it 
will be greatly restricted. 

Mr. VANCE. I would like to say I agree with that. 
Senator HART of Michigan. When Mr. Halperin commented that 

actions ha,d been undertaken covertly which Congress and the 
people of this country would not have tolerated if they had been 
brought up to debate, I made a little note here. I’m not so damn sure, 
because it’s hard to recreate the mood of the 1950’s. We shouldn’t have 
permitted them, but I’m not sure we would have prohibited them. 

The suggestion is made, however, that we grapple with the defini- 
tion of national security. Mr. Clifford says “whether or not a certain 
covert project really affects our national security.” Mr. Vance suggests 
“essential to our national security.” And however we handle that, YOU 
then say both of you that we need a joint congressional committee so 
that we can filter the covert action proposals tha.t a, President wants to 
undertake. 

Mr. Halperin makes the point that the basic charm to covert action 
is its secrecy, and that joint committee is going to come in and respond 
to the problem of secrecy. There will be a vigorous public debate with 
respect to the justification for it or the assumption which gives rise t,o 
the conclusion via the White House that this is essential to our national 
security. 

My question is-and this admits to something less than perfection on 
the part of Congress--is it realistic to expect 5 or 10 Members of Con- 
gress, no matter how dedicated to really be able to challenge the argu- 
ments of the whole national security apparatus without having the 
political support of public debate and public reaction ! 

Mr. CLIFFORD. If you’re asking me, Senator, I think the answer to 
that has to be, yes. 

Senator HART of Michigan. You mean you hope the answer is yes ? 
Mr. CLIFFORD. Well, it has to be yes, if we’re going to continue to 

sta in the covert business. 
J enator HART of Michigan. Well, that’s the big “if.” 
Mr. CLIFFORD. And I am convinced that it is important that we stay 

in the covert business on a greatly restricted basis. I find that in an- 
alyzing all of the different ove.rsight plans suggested to me, the best 
is where a President or his chief intelligence officer must bring the 
matter to a congressional committee and there get their reactions. 
I believe that any President would proceed under substantial duress if 
he was proceeding against, let’s say, the unanimous opinion of a lo- 
member committee in the Senate and the House. 

Senator HART of Michigan. I’d like to have Mr. Halperin react 
quickly to that, but I described the massive national intelligence ap- 
paratus and I don’t know how massive it is when it comes up here, 
but we can’t wrestle really effectively even with public debate with the 
massive professionalism of the Pentagon. They run us around this 
track even with the benefit of public debate. 

Mr. Halperin, how do you feel? 
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Mr. HALPERIS. Senator Hart, I disagree with Mr. Clifford only at 
great peril. I think that what he has told you comes out of a profound 
knowledge and experience in the executive branch that what many 
members of t.he Congress t.bink is a solution to the problem, executive 
oversight, will not work and cannot work. I think it’s very important 
that you take the experience of men like Mr. Clifford to understand 
that. 

I would submit that if hfr. Clifford had spent 15 or 20 years work- 
ing in the Congress, as he has with the executive branch, that he would 
be equally pessimistic about the possibility of the Congress exercising 
that oversight. And it is only out of an ignorance of how the Congress 
works, that he told us about before, that he thinks that Congress can 
fulfill that role. 

My view is that neither executive oversight nor legislative over- 
sight can work, precisely for the reason that you suggest, namely, 
that there is no standard. What is vital to the national security in- 
terest is what the President wants, and the President will always be 
able to overrule or persuade 10 Members of Congress, or people he’s 
ap 

8 
ointed in the executive branch. 
enator HART of Michigan. I think the records should show that Mr. 

Vance is shaking his head in disagreement with Mr. Halperin. 
The CHAIRMAN. I would like to ask Mr. Phillips a few questions 

about his proposal that covert action should be taken out of the CIA 
entirely and lodged with a very small, new agency which would be 
available on those few occasions when it was needed. But it would not 
be an apparatus of the kind that we have today which initiates, or 
tends to initiate, covert action on a broad scale. 

I think that this point has a great deal of validity. From what I 
have seen, the apparatus that exists today is not only self-perpetuat- 
ing but it tends in the direction of expanding covert actions of every 
kind and character, because those who are engaged in it are profes- 
sionals and depend for their promotions, for their advancement within 
the Agency, upon thinking up such schemes and pulling them off. Thus, 
you have a kind of self-initiating process that presents these schemes 
to the President in such a way that he can scarcely resist them, and 
off we go this way and that. Are you proposing something that is 
comparable to the discreet sort of British system that I am told once 
existed and maybe still exists? Is that your idea? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Not precisely, Senator, but perhaps to some degree. 
There are a number of reasons. I think perhaps the first reason is that 
there has been a debate for a number of years and this debate has 
ensued within the CIA intelligence community, as well as the public, as 
to whether it is appropriate to have covert action practitioners work- 
ing in the same organization which comes up with intelligence esti- 
mates. 

As I say, this has been pretty much of a 50-50 proposition, but I 
think that if you can take a vote out at Langley, you will get sort of 
that split. And I would hope by changing this, it certainly would re- 
solve that problem. I think a step like this might be important because 
there’s no question that at this moment the CIA and the intelligence 
community has a public relations problem of some magnitude. When 
you have public relations problems of that kind, you try to take some 
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sort of act,ion to help resolve it, and this would be one of the steps that 
would do it. 

By limiting such a new office in its capabilities and paraphernalia, 
there would be less chance that we would engage in those massive kinds 
of covert actions, the Bay of Pigs for instance, which are clearly not 
going to be covert and not in the long run going to be productive. 

There’s a third reason, and that reason is that I know that there 
are an awful lot of people working in American intelligence, dedicated 
people who have spent their lives working in intelligence, and some 
percentage of that time, perhaps, in covert action. 

Until recently, these people have been pleased that they have been 
called to the White House and thanked by American Presidents, but 
now they feel that they are shabby people. 

If covert action were taken from the CIA, these people could get 
on with the essential business that they have of foreign intelligence 
collection. It would restore some faith that has been lost between 
different departments of the Government. 

In this committee’s report on covert action in Chile there was the 
question : Was this an aberration ? There is one aspect of it, while there 
may have been other examples around the world, in 25 years of covert 
operation and covert activities, the Chile example is the only one that 
I know of in which the Department of State did not advise the am- 
bassador on the scene of the covert operations. 

Now this separation would erase, I think, any tension that might 
arise from that sort of thing. I think probably the real answer is that 
with the large public relations problem, you have to do something and 
do something decisive. 

The CHAIRMAN. Well, the public relations problem is really more 
acute for the United States than it is for the CIA. I sometimes think 
that the Army Corps of Engineers is a cement mixer run amok, and I 
feel that the CIA in its compulsive intervention in the affairs of other 
countries, and all the techniques that have been used to try to manipu- 
late foreign governments and events abroad, have caused the United 
States of America to he supplanted by the CIA in the minds of mil- 
lions of foreigners, and that has created an acute public relations 
problem for the United States. and accounts. I think, for the fact that 
we now lack the capacity to give the kind of leadership that once com- 
manded t.he support of most of the world. We can’t even win any votes 
in the United Kations anymore, such is the present disability under 
which we operate. 

Senator Mondale ? 
Senator MONDALE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
I think the suggestions we’ve heard from the panel are very helpful 

because, it seems to me, running through them is a couple of crucial 
principles which must be at the core of any legislative reform. 

One, you all seem to agree on the need for executive accountability, 
namely, that the President himself should be clearly and unquestmn- 
ably responsible and accountable for the actions, so that we can get 
away from this fog that we have been trying to penetrate in determin- 
ing who did what and why and so on. 

Second, you all seem to agree that there has to be congressional 
accountability from the Executive to the Congress, structured in a 
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way that, t0 the fullest extent possible, requires full and candid con- 
Sdtahn prior to the time covert activities are developed. I think this . 
is essential. 

It seems to me, then, that the one crucial policy question in dispute 
which must be decided by the Congress is what should be the role, 
if any, of this country in covert act.ivities and covert collection. The 
work of this committee shows that that could be a very fateful decision. 

Running through all of these covert activit.ies, in my opinion, has 
been an incredibly naive view that somehow covert operations could 
be kept from the public, even though we have an open society. They 
never have been. They never will be. Because of that, our public ofi- 
cials are put in the position of lying about it or perjuring, or d&em- 
bling in one way or another, and that certainly has been a humiliating 
experience for this great Nation. 

Third, since covert activities are secret, the record shows that there 
is an almost uncontroliable tendency to play God with other societies 
in a very naive way, to believe that we can manipulate, control, and 
direct another society secretly with a few dollars or a few guns or a 
few bucks or a few lives, in a way that we know we would never be 
controlled b,v another society that attempted the same tactics on us. 

The questlon that we have to ask ourselves as a nation! despite all 
of these risks which the record now clearly shows exist, IS: Must we 
nevertheless agree to permit t,he authority for some covert activities? 
And three of you say yes and one of you says no. 

Could you try to make your case, very brlefly, as to why you think 
it is essential to this Natlon’s interest to continue to grant that au- 
thority to the Executive? 

Mr. CLIFFORD. I would take a first try at it. 
I think it would be a serious mistake for this committee to recom- 

mend, and for the Congress to adopt language that would restrict 
future governments, future Presidents, and future Senators and Con- 
gressmen from meeting the problems that confront or will confront the 
United States which we cannot now foresee. I believe there is not such 
a moral or ethical question involved that we have to say now this must 
never happen, this is so bad that under no circumstances can we ever 
go down this road again. I think covert action does not fall into that 
category. 

I think that even though later on our covert activities in some areas 
might have become known, yet because they were unknown at the time 
the action was taken, I think they brought great benefit to the world 
and to this co.untry. I think that some covert actions have assisted US 
in maintaining freedom in the world, and that’s what we have stood 
for, and I think that if we restrict our a&ions in that regard, there 
could be in the future, areas of the world that might lose their freedom 
because of our inability under a law to go in and help under those 
circumstances. 

SO I think that when we talk about possibly the men in the CIA 
playing God, I think that has happened. I think we have to be awfully 
careful that we don’t make the same mistake in attempting to Play 
God in writing legislation that would so restrict our future actions 
that it might damage our hopes for freedom in the world. 

Senator MOXDALE. Mr. Vance ‘1 
Mr. VANCE. I essentially agree with what Mr. Clifford has said. He 

said it very eloquently. I really do not think that we can foresee at 
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this time what the indefinite future is going to bring. I think it is 
possible, under revised procedures and concepts, to prescribe the extent 
and the manner in which any covert action would be permitted. I be- 
lieve that with that kind of change7 it is possible to maintain reason- 
able control and not to take what is a drastic and awfully hard step to 
change by saying by law there shall be no covert action in the future. 

Much of what 3lr. Halperin has said is very persuasive, but I don’t 
think he answered the question of what one does if one comes to the 
point where there is a proposed action that is determined to be essen- 
tial to the national interest. Do you then call the Congress into session 
or put before the Congress a change in legislation which says we want 
to than 

f actions. 
e what we have said before ; that is, that there will be no covert 

It seems to me that raises all kinds of problems, that what we ought 
to address ourselves to is how you limit action in this area to a very, 
very limited number of operations and provide the controls and over- 
sight to permit t.hat to occur. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Senatqr, let me answer you from the view oint of the 
!il field operator. In working with the CIA I knew roughly. t ree CIA%. 

There s one CIA that I don’t know, and 1’11 do this within the frame- 
work of Latin ,Qmerica because that’s the area of my experience. 

There was the time of the cold war in the fifties. The United Stat- 
adopted the policy of containment, which started out to work pretty 
well in Europe and turned out to be folly in Southeast Asia. But the 
fallout from that was very evident in Latin America. In a cold war, 
less than a hot war., the skirmishes in that conflict turned out to be 
between opposing mtelligence services, the Soviet KGB and the 
American CIA. 

The Marshall plan saved Europe. A minor role was played in the 
skirmishes. It seems to me important work and perha s the sort of 
thing that an American President might decide would B t in the cats- 
gory of national security. 

Next was roughly a period of 10 years in the sixties in Latin 
America. During that period Fidel Castro attempted to export violent 
revolution to most-not some, but to most-of the countries of Latin 
America. He was completely unsuccessful, and I believe that I can 
state un uivocally that covert action played a major role in that 
defeat of “8: astro. 

The next period that I have known was the seventies, the tail end of 
covert action on a grand scale in Latin America. My secrecy oath 
means that I can% talk about things that the CIA has done that I 
learned while working there, but there’s nothing in my oath, Senator, 
to tell you m-hat the situation is about things that are not happening. 

This is what is not happening in Latin America in the field of 
covert action. Since the Chile project, which had gone on for more than 
a decade, that was the tail end; and at this moment, if you accept my 
previous definition of covert action as opposed to covert activity, there 
is no covert a&ion going on in Latin America, or at least there wasn’t 
when I resigned less than 7 months ago, and the reason, I believe, was 
that Fidel Castro abandoned his concept of the export of violent 
revolution and there’s no need. 

I’ve been making a number of speeches around the country, and I 
make this point, and people--I find this is one of the things that people 
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sort of give me a funny look about. They don’t really believe it, but 
the CIA, before the current controversy began, before the revelations 
in Latin America, did not have a single covert action problem. No 
group of students was getting money. Ko newspaper was subsidized. 
No radio stations were being purchased. No intelligence services were 
being subsidized. 

So there’s three. There’s one role of the CIA that I don’t know, and 
that’s the eighties. Are we ready to legislate for the eighties? Say in 
t,he case of Castro, we read in the newspapers that he has perhaps 3,000 
soldiers in Angola. Is it entirely out of the question that Castro, heady 
from some success in Africa, might renew his attempt to create not 
on!, but many Vietnams in Latin America 1 I just don’t see how we can 
leeslate against, such a possibility. 

Senator MONDALE. Mr. Halperin Z 
Mr. HALPERIS. I’ve already made my comments, but first I would 

urge Mr. Vance and Mr. Clifford to look at this committee’s assassina- 
tion report on page 284, where it seems to me it deals very well with 
the question of assassinating Hitler or seizing a terrorist’s weapon. 
There’s no way that we can rule that out. You don’t need the authority 
to do something because of this one grave emergency. 

Second, I think we have to understand that we’re not talking about 
whether we should keep three individuals locked up in a room in a 
safe house in Virginia who we must turn loose if there was a national 
consensus that we ha.ve a covert operation, because the covert opera- 
tors would tell you that it is too late if you called those men out of 
the room and said “go fix the election in Chile.” 

They will tell you that it’s a long, slow process that requires perma- 
nent assets, and if we were to leave open the possibility of a covert 
operation m Latin America, it means that we must have a permanent 
career service, it means we must have people constantly stationed in 
these countries, it means they must continue to make contacts to locals, 
they must continue to collect information which would otherwise be 
irrelevant, and we’re talking about them, What are those people likely 
to be doing all that time while we’re waiting for this one decision, that 
there be a covert o eration 8 

So we’re not tal kp ing about should we, once or twice in a century, do 
a covert operation. We’re talking about whether, because we think the 
future is uncertain and obviously it is, should we maintain a very 
large permanent establishment which has done all the things in the 
past that this committee knows very well it has done, and which I 
submit and Mr. Clifford has told you cannot be controlled by the 
executive branch, and as you know very well, cannot be controlled by 
the Congress. 

Senator MONDALE. One final question. Mr. Phillips suggested some- 
thing that I think makes a lot of sense ; namely, if we decide there 
must be some residual authority remaining for covert activity, then 
he said regretfully he would Propose taking it out of the CIA entirely 
and putting it in some other Institution. I gather, from Mr. Clifford’s 
testimony, this was the way it originally started, with a separate office 
for covert action from the CIA. 

That makes sense to me because it seems first, that the separation 
would serve as a restraint upon it. Second, it would avoid what I think 
is the inevitable corruption of the intelligence gathering and e&i- 
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mating function when the same agency that is already engaged in an 
action is also in the process and charged with the responsibility of 
re 

Fv 
orting and evaluating it. 
ould the other members of the panel agree that if you have covert 

action, it should be separated as Mr. Phillips suggests, and would 
you also agree that t,he line between covert action and collection is 
not nearly as tine as is suggested. A lot of the dirty work we’ve 
seen has occurred in the name of covert collection, and therefore 
there’s a nasty question of how you sort those two out. 

Mr. CLIFFORD. A brief response to that. I doubt that the question 
is fundamentally important. I would be satisfied either way. I believe 
that if Congress creates this new intelligence individual, a director 
general of intelligence who is over the entire intelligence community, 
I think &hat he could then direct the covert activities, Senator, whether 
they come under a seprtrats agency or whether they stay as a division 
in the CIA. 

The reason I did not specificall 
would be ,a little concerned that i 9 

recommend it is twofold. One, I 
you took out the covert operation 

and set it up as a separate agency and you had maybe, as you men- 
tioned, 50 to ‘75 people, because they are solely t,he covert operators, 
I think that their attention is given to developing covert oppor- 
tunities. They have to justify their existence, and I believe as you 
say, you 75 men must devote yourself to covert activity, and I think 
they would all go to work and begin to find where there are covert 
opportunities in the world. 

The second concern I would have about it is that if they also, in 
addition to planning covert operations, are to carry them out, then 
I think you begin to get some competin 
agency and the CIA. That would bot % 

factor between th%t separate 
er me. 

We would have two outfits perhaps operating in something of the 
same area. I believe that if you leave it where it is and give it the 
kind of control that a new director general would give it, in the 
event that tiheir decision had been made, after going through this 
elaborate process, to launch a covert project, then the covert project, 
after being planned, must be able to use all the assets of the rest of 
the intelligence community. It might very well need the rest of the 
assets. 

So I don’t think it can ever just operate separately. For those 
reasons, rather than create what I think would be an artificial distinc- 
tion, I think I would rather prefer to leave it where it is, if the 
Congress would see fit to create a new position of the director general 
of intelligence. 

Mr. VANCE. Senator Mondale, I simply must confess that I don’t 
have the knowledge to give you a precise answer. I tihink the proposal 
that has been suggested by someone as knowledgeable as Mr. Phillips 
requires very careful consideration. Indeed, I don’t know whether 
or not you need any so-called continuing capability. I don’t know 
what the facts are that would lead to the conclusion that you would 
have to have that capability. I’m not sure that you couldn’t, when it 
was decided that it was necessary or essential to the national interest 
to go forward on a project, put together an ad hoc small group 
to carry the project forward. 
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So I would want to know a lot more about it before I came to the 
conclusion that the maintenance of 8 continuing capability is 
necesea . 

Mr. ZALP ERIN. Senator, I would think-I would make a different 
point. I don’t think you can separate human collection from covert 
operations and I think the Chile report shows that and everything 
we know shows that. But I think it’s important to take that service 
in whatever dimension it’s going to have and separate that from 
the CIA, and I propose that for two reasons, 

One, I think it’s very important that we have a director of CIA 
for analytical purposes who doesn’t have any programs to defend, 
who is not operating, whether it’s covert intelligence collection or 
operations. 

Senator MONDALE. That was the original idea of the 1947 act, and 
I think one of the great crises in the CIA has been the number of 
times we’ve been caught without mature, balanced estimates of what’s 
goin on, whether it’s the last Middle East war or the collapse of 
the 8 outh Vietnamese forces, or the collapse of Portugal. 

Time and time again, perhaps understandably, this whole apparatus 
has been established to gather and evaluate information, but I think 
there is a crucial issue of how we can restore to the CIA the capabil- 
ity and the structure that permit it to perform its most crucial and 
essential function. 

Mr. I!&=. I think part of the answer to that is to have it do 
nothing else and whatever else you’re going to do, have it be done 
in separate organization. 

I think another answer is to have it be headed by an analyst, which 
has never been done, someone who understands the problems in 
producing good intelligence analysis. 

Another reason I think it’s important to separats it is that I would 
look to the director of this analytic organization as the one person 
in the executive branch who would be the natural enemy of covert 
operations. I would think he would be the man that Congress would 
call and say, have you done intelligence evaluations? If we kill 
Castro, are we going to get a worse leader P How popular is Lumumba ? 
What are we doing here? And he is the man to hopefully go to. The 
President and the Congress can look to him to say, is this going to 
work? If it will, is it going to be worse than if it doesn’t work? Have 
we considered the alternatives and so on? And that even for covert 
human collection, he would be the person who would be called in to 
say, do we really need to infiltrate the cabinet, or whatever it is. 
Can% you find out that information by other means? 

So I would look to that individual as a possible check on the ex- 
cesses of covert collection as well as covert operations. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I’d just like to add something, Senator. First, I 
welcome the opportunity to agree with my good friend and next door 
neighbor, Morton Halperin, which we don’t always do. I want to 
make another point &out my proposition. Those people ‘I’m talking 
about who would be operating that small unit would not be allowed 
to operate overseas. They would be allowed to travel overseas, but not 
to reside in a foreign country. 

Another element of my proposal is based on this. I believe that the 
CIA is highly professional and very capable of doing certain kinds 
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of covert aotions. Those are one-shot deals, small in concept, tihe sort 
of thing that you really can do and keep secret. 

I think that even your own report on Chile acknowledged the fact 
that a lot of it was done professionally. I think that a capability 
should be retained. With such a small unit we would avoid the tempta- 
tion ta be drawn into ever greater operations. 

I was listening when the last broadcast was made from the survivors 
at the beach at the Bay of Pigs. I talked to a man whom I considered 
to be very wise, and said: “I know that before you told me you were 
concerned about this operation, and that we decided how it happened 
that we were involved in a secret operation that involved tanks landing 
on a beach. Did you really realize there was going to be such a fiasco 
and it would be such a failure?” 

His answer was, “No, not in this case.” But he said that he knew 
that failure was inevitable. He explained, “As you are aware, the 
popular characterization of the role played by CIA in Iran w&s that 
the CIA also got on the top of the tanks and led the troops into the 
palace. A year later in Guatemala a relatively limited number of 
advisers accomplished a facet of American foreign policy that our 
President at the time wanted. And so,” my friend explained, “it is 
inevitable. Every success will leave the desire on the part of a chief 
executive or secretary of state to seek the easy way to do things and 
to task us with an impossible job.” 

That’s wh I think it has to be small. 
Senator d ONDALE. I think that last statement makes the whole hear- 

ing worthwhile. 
The CHAIRMAN. Senator Huddleston. 
Senator HUDDLESTON. Thank you Mr. Chairman. 
I think it’s apparent in our inquiry and the responses that you 

gentlemen have made that we have a very difficult problem, the resolu- 
tion of which, designing legislative requirements and guidelines to 
meet every possible contingency, is certainly not going to be simple. 

One thing that is evident is that when you speak of covert action, 
when you think of devising a policy related to covert actions, you’re 
in a ver? broad area of operation. I think, as Mr. Phillips has pointed 
out in his statement, that there can be covert action with a capital “C” 
or with a small %,” and it can involve all the way from gitmg a few 
dollars to a political organization th,at may be favorable, to supplying 
weapons for assassination or military material for a paramilitary 
operation, which is in essence a war. So I’m wondering whether or not 
in that context there is any way, or should there be any way, of 
delineating between various types of covert action, some specifically 
limited and some acceptable under certain conditions? Is there any 
way to approach that problem on that basis 1 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Senator, I think there is a very easy way for a pro- 
fessional intelligence officer to understand. 

In my mind, the difference between covert activity and covert action 
might be characterized in this way. If you decide that it’s necessary to 
have a public opinion molder working for you, and you do something 
nice for him or he’s cooperat.ing because he likes your government 
or perhaps because you give him a stipend, that’s covert activity. If 
he decides that he wan’ts to start a weekly newspaper and needs only a 
few thousand dollars to get it started, and you give him that money, 
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you are engaging in covert action. If you are abroad and there’s a 
problem of terrorists threatening the lives of American diplomats, and 
you say to the man that you are working with in another security 
system, why don’t you do something so it’s a little safer for us around 
the embassy, that’s covert activity if you are an intelligence o%icer. 
If you say to him, I want to help you create a unit to attack local ter- 
rorists, that’s a covert action. 

Let me put it in a more specific way. If a cable comes in from over- 
seas to CIA headquarters and says we have a politician we would like 
to hire or rent, and this man is going to cost us $1,500 a month, the 
answer would go back, no, you’re not, you’re engaging in covert action. 
You want to help that man with his political ambitions. 

And so the line really is there. Over a period of time the rules of 
that game can be learned, and learned very quickly. 

Senator HUDDLESTON. Well, I think the basic decision that has to be 
made is whether or not the policy of the U.S. Government will be to 
intervene in the life and political and social direction of a foreign 
country. 

Now once you make the decision that we will keep our policy flexible 
enough that we will be able to intervene when we deem it to be in the 
best interest of this country, you still ought to have some guidelines 
or some parameters about that intervention. 

Maybe there’s some extent to which you will not go. Now I don’t 
know which is more dangerous to this country: a heavy media4ype 
intervention which we have indulged in on a number of occasions, or 
the more direct intervention of supporting an individual. 

Mr. Phillips, in your experience, where we have gone into a heavy 
media campaign to the extent of renting, as you say, commentators 
or newspaper reporters, owning newspapers or broadcasting facilities 
ourselves, what are the inherent dangers of that kind of operation to 
our position in the world and within the specific country! 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Well, Senator, I think that within the framework of 
your question and the dangers that have been discussed this morning, 
there may be problems in such an operation. Let me draw an analogy 
between ambassadors and Congressmen, because I had a good deal of 
experience with ambassadors and some with Congressmen, and I find 
that there are two kinds. There’s an ambassador, and you go to him 
and you say: I have this clandestine operation and it’s going to be 
tricky. And a good ambassador will say, fine, tell me all about it and 
let’s decide whether it’s worth the risk. 

There have been some ambassadors who say, that’s your department. 
That analogy holds true to some extent with the relations between the 
intelligence agencies and Congress. As to what is covert activity and 
what is covert action, I assure you that the very good and very dedi- 
cated American ambassadors around the world know in 1 minute 
whether you’re engaging in one or another. Certainly the more senior 
officials in Washington know. 

The problem, Senator, I think is this. One, you’re absolutely right in 
saying that the first decision is whether we are going to have covert 
action. If we’re going to have it, how can you achieve a perfect covert 
action system? The answer is very simple: have a perfect foreign 
policy. 
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Senator H~DLESTON. That’s not any more likely to happen than to 
remove us from our intervention in 0the.r countries. But it seems to me 
that there are calculated risks relating to each of the kinds of actions 
that we think of as covert actions wmch would in some cases totally 
preclude the use of some. 

You mentioned of course that we ought to outright eliminate assas- 
sinations. Paramilitary operations are a little fuzzier category and 
there’s some question as to whether we should keep that capability. I’m 
concerned really about the internal propaganda effort, the use of the 
media. Ithink this is something that we ought to be very careful about. 

I don’t know how effective it is. You may be able to point to in- 
stances where it has been very effective. But this is a situation where 
in this country, at least, we think very strongly that the media ought to 
be as free as we can make it. Our Founding Fathers thought that and 
court decisions through the years have strengthened that. And here we 
are willing to subjugate a media in another country in order to accom- 
plish our ends. It’s contrary from the very beginning to our own basic 
and fundamental beliefs. I don’t see how we can really gain in the 
world or in a specific country when this is revealed, as it nearly always 
is. 

Do you know of any instances, for instance, where we have been the 
victim of our own media effort within the country, that our intelligence 
information gatherers sometimes lose sight of the fact that they are 
picking up information that we have supplied ourselves and thereby 
get a false impression of what the true picture is within the country? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Certainly, Senator, that has happened. But there are 
mechanisms set up to see that such information shouldn’t reach policy- 
making decisions, but I don’t think anyone would tell you that secret 
operations, covert operations, are going to always be perfect in every 
detail. 

The word “hugger-mugger” means, in stealth and secrecy, and it has 
a second meaning, in confusion. It’s inevitable that when you’re deal- 
ing in these tricky fields, there’s going to be some foulup that you don’t 
want. 

The point that I made and the answer which I hope will not appear 
to be flip about foreign policy, is this: I believe that you gentlemen, 
with as much as you’re learning about intelligence operations overseas 
and especially covert operations, have observed that in covert opera- 
tions the intelligence services have served as instruments of foreign 
policy. It’s just that simple. 

So if a President says, do everything you can in a given situation, 
everything includes working with newspapermen. I don’t think it 
should include assassination, but it does say work with newspapers. It 
would make it very simple, indeed, if legislation said covert action can- 
not use media. But it would take away a major part of covert action, 
and that would have an impact. 

Senator HUDDLESTON. Mr. Clifford ? 
Mr. CLIFFORD. I have this feeling that when you get into that degree 

of detail, Senator, we have a tendency to get away from what would be 
my major concern. If you get it down to the point where in legislation 
you begin to define what is a covert activity or what is a covert plan, 
t,hen I become deeply concerned. 
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Now, not to be overly dramatic, but suppose at some time in the 
future we were to learn that the Soviets had a plan to place offensive 
nuclear weapons in a circle around the continental United States, and 
suppose they picked points in southern Europe and in Africa, and then 
suppose some effort was being made in either South America or Mexico, 
and then suppose they came around and entered into the Pacific, and 
then suppose they came into the Arctic, and then it came to our atten- 
tion that there was a conceived plan by the Soviets to try to get the de- 
gree of control that they could in various countries so that they could 
place offensive weapons that were directed against the United States. 

I would suggest to you that it would be unwise, if, under those cir- 
cumstances, our Government at that time was to find itself restricted 
in its efforts to prevent that plan from being carried through to 
fruition. 

Senator HART of Michigan. Could I ask a question here? What would 
Mr. Halperin say ? 

Mr. HALPERIN. Well, I think that we would be obviously free to take 
the various kinds of steps with overt action we would take to that. The 
notion that the way to deal with that problem is a covert capability I 
find exceedingly dubious. We presume the Soviet Union is trying to 
extend its influence, and I think we can counter it and have countered it 
by a variety of overt means. One would have to look at the details of 
the scenario. I find it a very implausible scenario, and one in which I 
would say that our capability to deal with it would be sufficient without 
a covert capability. 

Now, if it got to the point where we really were talking about a 
threat to survival of the United States, then the President would act, 
and I think it would be appropriate for him to act. I find it hard to be- 
lieve, even in this kind of scenario, that the critical thin would be a 
covert operation, not to say that a covert operation mig % t not be of 
some value, but the question is whether it’s critical to the success of the 
operation, or whether we want to maintain the capability for having it. 

The CHAIRMAN. I’ve been called away and I’m going to ask Senator 
Hart of Michigan to take over as chairman. 

Before I leave, I just want to make this one point. I can’t recognize 
the double standard being applied in all of this kind of talk. When we 
talk about a benign intervention in Chile involving a contribution by 
our Government to El Mercurio, one of the most important news- 
papers in Chile and suggest what’s wrong with that, what would we 
think if the Government or Brazil were subsidizing the New York 
Times 8 

Do we live by a separate standard? Do we have a superior right? 
Or do we recognize that if we can play this kind of game, then other 
governments are free to play it here. Are we to be treated on the basis 
of a different principle than we apply to foreign people? 

That’s the thing that never seems to get answered, because I think 
the question answers itself. We do live by a double standard and do 
we have certain rights against other people that we would not tolerate 
for a moment for them to assert against us 1 

Senator HUDDLESTON. The chairman suggested that we should per- 
haps invoke the old Biblical standard of do unto others as we would 
have them do unto us. 
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Mr. CLIFFORD. I think the trouble with that is that if they did it to 
us first, then it might be all over. 

Senator HUDDLEGTON. Are you suggesting, Mr. Halperin, that in 
most or even all of the instances in which we have become involved in 
covert activity, we might have had just as great an opportunity for 
success if we had proceeded in an overt way ? 

Mr. HALPERIN. I’m not saying that there’s never been a case where 
covert action was important. I’m saying that in most cases a decisive 
form of interventi.on, as in Western Europe after the war, was public 
and overt and had the virtue of debate within the American society 
and would be decided within a constitutional procedure, whether to do 
it or not. In my view, that’s not only an appropriate but an inevitable 
form of intervention in most of the countries in the world. We are too 
rich and powerful to avoid that. But that’s very different from our 
deciding to secretly intervene. 

Senator HUDDLESTON. I think my time is up, Mr. Chairman. 
Senator H&T of Michigan [presiding]. The Senator from 

Maryland ? 
Senator Maims. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
I would first like to thank all of the members of the panel for 

sharing their thoughts and experiences with us. I personally feel that 
what we’re doin 
of the previous fl 

today will have more value for the future than some 
earin 

dramatic but which wi Y 
that we’ve held which may have been more 

1 have less real positive force in deciding what 
ought to be done in the reform of our institutions and the changes in 
our system. This may not only prevent abuses we have been learnin 
about, but will also make the system work better than it has worke % 
before. 

One of the interesting facets of today’s discussion, I think, has re- 
volved around the question of what is national security, what is a 
question of vital or essential national security? And I was interested 
in Mr. Clifford’s suggestion as to certain areas in which we might say 
that there was indeed a vital national security. 

But leaving aside for a moment what particular subjects would be 
called vital to national security, because good men could disagree 
on that, by what procedural process do we arrive at a definition in 
any given moment of what is vital to national security? Is that to be 
the decision of the President alone! Is it to be the decision of the 
President a&ing on the advice of the National Security Council? Is it 
to be the decision of the Congress alone? Or in fact, if it is to be de- 
fined as something which is truly a matter of the ultimate national 
security, doesn’t it require the joint action of the executive and the 
le ‘slative branches in some form? 

%I r. CLIFFORD. If it is a public matter, then obviously we understand 
what happens. We understand that when there is a threat to our 
country, and the President, presents the fact, he will say it in a message 
to the Congress, and the Congress will debate that threat. This is an 
ordinary insta.nce. And then the Congress with its constitutional 
power may choose to declare war, after which the President goes 
about carrying on the functions given to him. 
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Senator &THUS. That is, of course, the ultimate example of joint 
action. 

Mr. CLIFFORD. That’s right. That’s under ordinary circumstances. 
But in the world in which we live today, we have found in these past 
years, particularly since the Second World War, that you cannot con- 
duct all of our Nation’s affairs in that manner. That is the conclusion 
that I think a number of people have reached, so that when the ques- 
tion has come up as to whether the national security of our country 
is involved, generally speaking up until now the President of the 
United States has made that decision alone in a number of instances. 
We assume that he knows of all the covert activities that have taken 
place. It is written in the 1947 law that before one can take an action 
of this kind, that national security must be involved. So one assumes 
he has made that decision in a number of cases. 

Now, I find that a faulty method for reaching this very important 
conclusion. I have suggested that the Congress should have a part to 
play. It really has not up until now, and I think that it must meet 
its responsibility and pass a law so that it will assume some part of 
that burden. Now, it may be-and I do not say this critically-it may 
be that Congress has not wanted to assume this burden because it is 
better to stay on the sidelines, and if a President’s decision turns out 
badly, then the Congress is in a position to say they had no part of it, 
and they can then criticize the decision made. The world is too dan- 
gerous today for that attitude, in my opinion. I think that Congress 
must agree that it must divide some of this responsibility with the 
President under the kind of plan we have discussed. 

Senator MATHIAS. Mr. Vance? 
Mr. VANCE. I really have nothing to add to that. What I was trying 

to say earlier was just that there must be a way of having the Congress 
share m this process. What a number of us have recommended is that 
it share the process through the review function with the right to ex- 
press their dissent to the President, but. not veto. 

As Mr. Clifford has said, if it continues thereafter, then they have 
the power of the purse which they can apply. 

Senator MATHIAS. But this is a very hard power to apply under emo- 
tional circumstances such as those we had during the Vietnam war. 

Mr. VANCE. That’s entirely correct. I share with Mr. Clifford the 
feeling that if a President, after proposing to the oversight com- 
mittee the undertaking of a covert action. finds that he gets a unani- 
mous view from the oversight committee that this should not be done, 
and he meets with them and hears the reasons for it, then he is very 
likely to change his mind. 

Senator MATHIAS. Moving to a slightly different subject, Mr. Vance, 
a lot of the discussions today have centered around political covert 
action. What about the somewhat different problem of paramilitary 
action, the kind of thing that went on in Laos, which was a Defense 
Department operation but which was essentially concealed from the 
Congress for a long period of time ? 

Mr. VANCE. I would consider that a form of covert action. It is a 
larger form of covert action than other types that Mr. Phillips has 
referred to. Th,at clearly is a form of covert action, with special prob- 
lems involved with it, particularly in light of the enactment of the 
War Powers Act. The issue is raised as to whether or not the War 
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Powers Act prohibitions would cover paramilitary action if U.S. mili- 
tary personnel were not being used and if the action was being con- 
ducted by a fore@ country with nonmilitary advisers, but with 
equipment provided by the United States. [See app. C, p. 226.1 
So that’s a different complex of problems.1 

Mr. CIJITKWL Senator, under the law that has existed up until now, 
President’s had the feeling that their obligation to the Congress was 
minimal. Even under the 1974 Foreign Assistance Act, which required 
a President to report to this special congressional committee, there is 
considerable doubt as to whether he had to report in advance of tak- 
ing the covert action, or whether he could report after it had been 
started or even after it was concluded. [See app. D. p. 230.1 

I think that grants him much too much power. Under the concept 
that we have discussed here, I think that we could prevent actions that 
have taken place in the past. You will recall in early 1969 our Govern- 
ment started the bombing of Cambodia, and then in order to conceal 
the bombing of Cambodia they filed false reports with both the Senate 
and the House of Representatives. 

Now, I am suggesting that there was no original obligation 
upon a President, one might assume under the law, to come in and 
make a report to the Congress. It would be infinitely more difficult, I 
believe, to follow a course of action of that kind if a President were 
under an obligation of reporting to this oversight committee before he 
launched such an activity. 

Senator I+%ATHIAS. I would agree, certainly, wit.h that recommenda- 
tion. 

I have one other question for Mr. Phillips. Could he estimate for us 
what proportion of the covert actions run by your stations were ini- 
tiated at the station level 8 

Mr. PHILLJPS. I’ll take a rough stab at that. There are a lot of dif- 
ferent countries with different circumstances, but I would say perhaps 
25 percent. Of that 25 percent I would say that the first 20 percent 
originated because of some feeling that the President of that count.ry 
ha,d and would be having lunch with the American Ambassador, and 
he would say now look, I m fighting a “just war” and someone’s commg 
over the mountain and trying to topple my government and I need 
some help. And if the American Ambassador said fine, we will send in 
troops and go through with it and have an overt program of help, that 
President, in most countries of Latin America, would say thanks very 
much, but I can’t stand that politically from a domestic standpoint. I 
want clandestine help. So that’s why I made the point that the best 
operations in the covert field have been where we have tried to help 
friends because they felt they were in situations where they were in 
peril. 

Senator MATHIM. But that by definition would be originated or ini- 
tiated by a hint or a suggestion from the host government. But what 

IOn December 5, 1975. Mr. Vance wrote the aeleet committee with the following supple- 
ment 40 his reeponae to Senator Mathlas’ question: “* l l paramilitary operations are 
perhaps unique in that it is more dlfflcult to withdraw from them, once started, than 
covert operations. This is weli illustrated by the case of the Congo, where a decision was 
taken to withdraw in early 1966, and it took about a year and a half before the operation 
waa termlnated. Once a paramilitary operation 1s commenced, the recipient of the para- 
military aid tends to become dependent ooon It and inevitably advances the argument 
that to cut back or terminate the aid wouM do the recipient great damage. This make, It 
especially dllficult to dlsengage.” 



86 

about projects that were genuinely thought up, the brain children of 
the station Z 

Mr. PHIIJLPE. By saying that it was 5 percent of a total of 25, I 
would say it’s about 5 percent. And those proposals would generally be 
characterized as ones that I might call covert activity rather than covert 
action. 

Senator MATHXAS. Were these ever vetoed by the Washington head- 
quarters, in your experience? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Oh, yes, absolutely. Senator, I think that Foreign 
Service personnel in general feel the obligation to report back to Wash- 
ington as many ideas as they can about how certain things should be 
handled. Intelligence officers certainly fit that category, and they try 
to come up with imaginative proposals and so forth. Sometimes their 
proposals are absolutely ridiculous and they get slapped on the wrist. 
It happens quite frequently. Usually the ambassador tells them, don’t 
be silly. 

Senator MATHIAS. Has your experience been that the amba.ssadors 
have played an important and significant role in these decisions? 

Mr. PHILLIPLL Absolutely, with one exception. 
Senator MATBIAS. What was that? 
Mr. PHIIUPS. Chile. 
Senator MATFIIAS. Have they generally had an effective veto 1: 
Mr. PHILLIPS. Yes. There’s a myth about people who work overseas 

in intelligence, that the ambassador really doesn’t know about them. 
He knows a great deal of them, who they are, where they’re working. 
Indeed, he finds out what their personal problems are. And so on 
ambassador overseas is really a very important man. He has a long 
black car and he is the President’s representative. 

After President Kennedy sent out a letter, it was made quite clear 
to station chiefs that the ambassador was a very important man [ex- 
hibit ‘7’1. As I said before, the only time I’ve known that an ambassador 
was not in a position to say stop or go slow or start, was in one single 
CtlSt?. 

Senator MATHIAS. Thank you very much. 
Senator HART of Michigan. The Senator from Colorado ‘I 
Senator HART of Colorado. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
I think each of the witnesses today has repeatedly said something 

very important. That is, there is a temptation to allocate responsibility 
to and, in fact, blame the intelligence community without equally in- 
volving Congress. This is a theme which this committee constantly has 
to be aware of in my judgment. 

Many of the abuses of the past have in fact flowed either from the 
lack of congressional involvement and congressional lassitude, or in 
fact even from pressure from Congress to take action of some kind to 
resolve some sticky situation abroad. So I think Congress and poli- 
ticians generally have to share the blame. As President Kennedy said 
with regard to Cuba, there’s plenty of blame to go around. So I think 
that we always have to resist the temptation to point the finger at the 
CIA or FBI or someone else. 

But Mr. Clifford, I note a distressing theme in the correspondence 
that you had with President Kennedy in October of 1961 in response 
to a request from him for advice on how to handle the CIA particularly 

* see p. 137. 
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[exhibit S1] I think you outlined four of five points to keep in mind in 
early discussions with the Director of the CIA what might. be done to 
make the CIA more effective. 

The fifth point is the one that I t.hink is of most concern. And you 
say- 
from time to time, efforts are made in Congress to institute investigations of 
intelligence activity or establish a joint congressional committee on foreign 
intelligence. Such efforts must be stoutly and intelligently resisted for they can 
seriously hamper the efficient and effective operation of our intelligence 
activities. 

Now, you pointed out the 147 out of 200 bills that had to do with 
establishing just this kind of committee and the success with which 
they all met in the Congress. What, in your judgment, can be done 
first of all to resist the temptation on the part of the White House to 
treat the Congress as a second-class branch of government? Second, 
if your own views have substantially changed since this memorandum 
was written, what can be done to get the Congress back in the 
ballgame 8 

Mr. CLI~RD. Senator, I think they have changed somewhat but 
I think the context at that time had to do with efforts that were being 
made in some areas by some members of the Congress to bring the 
Bay of Pigs into such focus that it brought it into the political arena 
in the United States. 

And Senator, as President Kennedy said at the time, there was a 
good deal of blame: and enough blame to go around. 

Now at t.he time there was a very substantial effort being made in 
some quarters to point out that the incident had been poorly planned, 
that those involved should have known better, and the attitude at the 
time was that their culpability should be decided and the CIA was 
under bitter attack in a number of areas. The NSC came under attack 
also for certain failures on their part. 

There was a very real concern within the executive branch of 
Government that should this attitude be carried on indefinitely, that 
serious damage could occur to the whole intelligence operation of the 
United States. 

The comment was not made in the light of informing Congress on 
the subject we’re now discussing but in efforts that were being made 
at the time that we felt would be so damaging to elements in the 
intelligence community that it would be inimical to our interests. 

Now in addition there is a second answer. I think that that’s 1961- 
that’s 14 years ago-1 think that a great deal has transpired since 
then. I think that to a certain extent ae felt that the system was work- 
ing reasonably well at the time insofar as the Congress was concerned. 
There were senior Members of the Congress in both the Senate and 
the House who were in contact with the intelligence community and 
I think that we felt that the system was going reasonably well. 

However, in the last 14 years the operation has not gone well, so 
that I think that we must face up to the fact that there have been 
dangerous developments. Our country has been damaged severely by 
the publicity that has come out. and because of the lessons of the past, 
I would like to make the Congress somewhat of a partner with the 
executive branch before we launch on these very dangerous missions. 
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Senator HART of Colorado. Well, in that connection, I again, with 
my colleagues, would like to open this question up to all the members 
of the panel and not to a specific individual and would invite other 
responses. Is it feasible to erect a standard for the people making the 
decisions about future operations, either in the White House or in the 
Congress, or hopefully in both; a standard that the operation will 
only be undertaken if it is the opinion of the people making the deci- 
sions that a majority of the American people would favor that opera- 
tion if they were given all the facts? 

Now that kind of standard is difficult in two regards. It still leaves 
a great deal of judgment in the minds of those making the decision. 
And second, it is based upon 
the facts were available. 

a very difficult premise, and that is! if all 

We have difficulties with these operations in two respects. In the case 
of the iWay@pez, which has been discussed, apparently all the facts 
were not available, even to the person: the President of the United 
States, making the decision at the time. In other cases the facts had 
been available, as in Vietnam and other places where the President 
or whomever was making the decision, sought. afterward to conceal 
the facts a.vailable to him or to them, from the Congress or from the 
American people. 

So I think the political realities or the recent political history is 
such that that’s a very difficult standard to achieve, if all the facts 
were available. 

But can any of you respond to that general proposed standard? 
Mr. VAXCE. I will try to respond to it, Senator Hart. It seems to 

me that could be one of the criteria and I would expect that to be in 
the minds of the President, his advisers in the National Security 
Council and on the joint, oversight committee. This would be a fac- 
tor, particularly in light of history and the problems that we have 
seen with respect to covert actions. But I don’t think you can make that 
the sole standard. 

Senator HART of Colorado. How do you avoid the situation that 
apparently we had in Vietnam where the President or successive Presi- 
dents knew, if all the facts were available to the American people, 
that that venture would not have had the support of the majority? 

Mr. VANCE. That gets to another factor and it doesn’t relate to 
intelligence operations. I, for one, have felt that many Presidents have 
failed to make proper use of their Cabinets. When it came to sensitive 
foreign policy or national security issues, it was always a small group 
of us who were involved in such matters on a day-to-day basis, who 
were called in to advise on making the decisions. 

In my judgment it would have been better if on some of those broad 
issues that affected the future of the country the matter had been dis- 
cussed more with the full cabinet so that the views of those who are 
out and around the country or those of us involved in national se- 
curity affairs, could have been heard and could have brought to bear 
the thoughts of t.he people of the United States on what’s going on. 

I don’t think that’s unique in the administrations that were around 
in t.he sixties. I think that that has always been a problem. Whether 
anyone ca.n do anything about it, I don’t know. I think that’s one of the 
things that has been a problem. 

Senator HART of Colorado. But there’s some horror stories that are 
in print that have not been substantially denied about the Johnson 



89 

Cabinet-that Cabinet members at various times were so intimidated 
by the President that any dissent was tantamount to termination with 
some prejudice. 

Mr. VANCE. I never saw anything to support that. It may be a 
factor, but, not in my experience. 

Mr. CLIFFORD. You have touched upon a subject that I think is not 
susceptible to legislation. I believe that, perhaps more in Washington 
than any other place, there is a human sentiment that is as deep as any 
that fixes itself in a man’s mind, and that is the desire for vindication. 

So if a President launches upon a certain course of action, he will 
feel that given some more time and some more effort, it’s all goin to 
turn out as he thinks it will turn out, and, if along the way he % as 
to get a little more time and possibly a little more force in order to 
accomplish his end, this overpowering desire will be vindicated, and 
his judgment is such that at some times these individuals, not only the 
Presidents, will perhaps be in false positions. 

Senator HART of Colorado. Mr. Phillips, what is appalling to many 
of us and I think it’s unfortunate that our committee has not gotten 
into it more, is the quality of intelligence. 

We s nd billions of dollars a year; estimates range from $6 to $8 
billion or the entire community. The House Intelligence Committee 9” 
and others have gotten into the fact that as often as not, presuming 
you want to get into covert operations, decisions which are made about 
when and where and how to launch these operations are based upon a 
chaotic, insufficient set of facts or on misinformation, and they result 
in great tragedies in this country or to some other country, or both. 

In your judgment what can be done to get people out of the kind of 
farcical kinds of operations or tragic situations that have gone on! and 
get them in the business of hard intelligence and coming up with a 
better set of information, a higher quality of work? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. In answer to the first part of your question, I must say 
very frank1 

b9 
that predicting and est.imatin is not an exact science. 

It’s a little it like putting together a Broa % way show. You can have 
a number of facts-David Merrick can be the producer, Katherine 
Hepburn will be the star, Tennessee Williams will write the script. It’s 
going to be a big hit. Right ? Not necessarily. 

It’s pretty much the same with putting together the pieces of an 
intelligence jigsaw puzzle, and it’s very easy to forget in this mosaic 
that you should put in a little piece about people bemg irrational. So 
it’s a very inexact science and very difficult. You would be deceived if 
someone told you they could always tell you just what the facts were, so 
you could make a rational decision. 

The answer to the second part of your question is so broad. Staying 
out of things that we shouldn’t. That, I find that with my experience, 
I believe that. While I’m absolutely convinced that we should have 
a capability to do these things, we shouldn’t have one so that it can be 
turned into a circus. By reducing the personnel and reducing the equip- 
ment and paraphernalia that is available to them, it will be less likely 
to happen. 

Senator HART of Colorado. Well, I think that if I were an investor 
in a Broadway show, I would try that formula once and if I got 
burned, I wouldn’t invest in that kind of a show any more. The Ameri- 
can people are investing in this show all the time, and you get a 
Mayaguez and you get a Vietnam and you get a Gulf of Tonkin. 
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I mean this committee in the last 10 months has seen instance after 
instance where decisions were made on the most bizarre and incomplete 
and wrong sets of information. They were instant decisions and a lot 
of them had to do with Mr. Clifford’s description of the desire of the 
politician for revenge-a kind of a macho, we will show them, and 
they can’t do this to the United States, and all that. 

The Mayaguez incident, and again retrospect is easy for all of us, 
would have been a common occurrence had it not cost 50 or 60 Ameri- 
can lives. We were bombing at a time they were trying to give more 
people back to us. Now I know that’s not a set of facts or a circumstance 
that the CIA is best equipped to deal with-raid aboard a ship at 
sea-but almost the same type of situation got us into Vietnam. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Senator, your question is certainly a good one. It en- 
corn 
and ph 

asses most of the aspects of the dilemma over secret operations 
aving to operate sometimes on secret information which cannot 

be perfect. 
I think that all of us here agree that in resolving this difficult ques- 

tion it is implicit that Congress must play a role. Perhaps playing a 
role in the decisionmaking process is the best answer we can expect. 

Senator HART of Colorado. Do any of you draw any political or 
economic conclusions from the fact that overwhelmingly in the last 
couple of decades covert operations have involved the Third World 
and not involved major nations, that we, in fact, suspended our opera- 
tions to assassinate Castro at a time when he was most intimidating 
us? What I’m getting at is obvious. Are we picking on the small 
countries S 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Senator, it has been my experience that throughout 
this time there is one country that’s not a small country, and that most 
of the covert action, direct or indirect, even though it’s done in a third, 
country, is proposed and approved and executed within the frame- 
work of our conflict with the Soviet Union. 

Senator HART of Colorado. But carried out in the arena of the small 
emerging nations of the world? How many Soviet leaders have we 
attempted to assassinate ? How many covert actions have we had 
inside ,the Soviet Union 1 

Mr. PHILLIFS. We’ve had a number of clandestine operations, not 
covert. 

Senstnr HART of Colorado. I’m talking about covert actions with a 
capital “C.” 

Mr. PHILLIPEJ. Senator, you’re putting me in a corner where I’d 
have to come back and ask a question. Defending the idea that we 
must engage in covert action because other people do-1 do not want 
to take that stand. My point was thmat it is absolutely true that the 
Soviet Union does have intentions which include all the countries of 
the world, if they can manage it. 

Only a few years ago the Soviet Union had relations with four 
countries in Latin 14merica. Today they have relations with twelve. I 
think that it is incumbent upon us ,at least to be prepared, should Ithat 
mechanism turn into a national security threat, to be able to meet it. 

Senat~or HIRT of Colorado. T think vou would recopni7e ahove all 
others that the Soviet. Union is conducting operations clandestine and 
otherwise in Great Britain and France and Scandinavia and all over 
the world and that we are not overthrowing those governments. Does 
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anyone have a comment on this fact that the covert actions: covert 
operations, are Third-World-oriented 8 

Mr. CLIFFORD. Perhaps tihis would help answer it. 
After the Bay of Pigs debacle I went to see President Kennedy and 

I remember very well the way he had analyzed that failure m his 
mind. 

He said he had made a catastrophic decision to get into the Bay of 
Pigs. He said he made that decision because his advice was wrong. He 
said the advice he received was wrong because it was based upon in- 
correct facts, and those incorrect facts were due to faulty intelligence. 

So that’s how he traced it in his mind, which confirms the point that 
you are making. That was when he appointed the Presidents Foreign 
Intelligence Advisory Board. A group of nine citizens went to work 
and worked hard for the next 2 years. I think they had some beneficial 
effect upon the product that was being turned out. 

But this is an extraordinarily difficulh job to do. You would sup 
that with all of the contacts we had with Cuba, that we would K”” ave 
some penetration in Cuba, and we do not. We dont have any penetra- 
tion. 

The difficulty is if you go into a totalitarian type of country, it is 
organized to prevent your getting information. They have a top intel- 
ligence man and then they have one for each province, for each town, 
for each block, and then the blocks are even broken down, so that there 
is a constant web of information flowing in. 

We sen6 teams at one time or anotiher in Cuba to try to get informa- 
tion. They were “all rolled up,” is the expression, and we never heard 
from them again. 

We have no penetration in the Soviet Union. We would like to have 
but the job of penetrating a totalitarian government is enormously 
di5cult. We’ve had to turn to other means, and we have been enorm- 
ously successful in that regard with the Soviets, that is in our scientific 
effort. We get most of our in,telligence, the percentage is overwhelm- 
ing, we get most of our intelligence from scientific means. We have 
means by which everybody knows. We have satellites and a photo- 
graph force. We have agencies that analyze all the electronic signals 
that go through the air that emanate from the different countries. 

So we get a great deal of our intelligence this way. We hope it’s 
improving all the time. It’s not been very good in the past. I ho it’s 
be&r now, but I assure you they will continue to make mista E” es in 
the future because of the &5culties. 

Senator HART of Colorado. I think vour observations are true about 
the Soviet Union, Eastern Europe, China, Cuba and so on. I’m talk- 
ing about the Latin and Southeast Asian countries which for all pur- 
poses are intelligence sieves. We had agents all over Vietnam and still 
for -reasons that have been detailed did not get accurate information. 
Or at least it didn’t get. to the President or he chose not to pay atten- 
tion to it. We had all kinds of operations going on in Chile which 
were described vesterdav. The predominant situation and set of cir- 
cumstances in kost of ‘these countries is that we have little or no 
trouble infiltrating and operating. 

One final question, particularly for Mr. Phillips. Do you tihink that 
we should be held, because of our Constitution and traditions, to a 
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different standard, a higher standard than our principal adversary, the 
Soviet Union ? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. First, for 1 minute, Mr. Clifford, about your state- 
ment that we don’t have penetration of the Soviet Union and Cuba. I 
think that’s not entirely accurate. I ‘think that would be unfair to our 
intelligence service. 

Answering your question, Senator, the people who work in intelli- 
gence have had these same problems which have been posed today. 
It’s obvious that this committee has been agonizing about them, and 
you can imagine that the people who have been instructed to carry 
out the tasks that entailed these ambiguities find it even more di5cult. 
It has often been suggested to me that if you were in the intelligence 
business so long, and you admit there were mistakes and things went 
wrong, why didn’t you quit ‘2 And the reason is that when you are 
faced with a personal, ethical, moral problem of this kind, you must 
resolve it in the context of a long period of time, throughout your 
experience. 

I recently read a book called “Resignation and Protest,” by Thomas 
Franck and Edward Weisband? that indicated there were only two 
U.S. o5cials in our political history who had resigned successfully 
in protest. One of them was Harold Ickes, and the other was Elliot 
Richardson. 

So you face this personal situation, and that leaves the broader ques- 
tion. My answer to that is I wish that the problem did not exist. I 
wish there weren’t dark alleys. I wish that the policemen in London 
still wore those funny little hats and didn’t carry guns, but I’m 
afraid they must. 

So we must try to resolve this dilemma, given these different facts. 
It’s a question I find very difficult to answer, Senator. 

Senator HART of Colorado. Is it impossible to answer 1 
Mr. PHILLIPS. I think we now hope that we can with this very dis- 

tinguished group of Senators wrestling with the problem. I think 
it’s a good test of whether or not it’s resolvable. 

Senator HART of Colorado. I think the Senators are going to turn 
out all right on it. We’re concerned about the CIA agents. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Yet, it’s easily resolved, when CIA people are con- 
cerned. What are the guidelines, what does the instruction “other 
duties and functions” mean? It’s a very simplified answer. Legislation 
written by someone who has the Constitution at his left elbow. That’s 
the way to resolve it. 

Senator HART of Colorado. Or maybe a director of the CIA who 
kept the Constitution at his left elbow also. 

Mr. PEULLIPL Absolutely. 
Senator HART of Michigan. I don’t know who wrote that book, but 

we might make a footnote. You know, Richardson’s resignation was 
the result of a commitment he made under oath to the Judiciary 
Committee, after 2 weeks of wrangling. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Sir, I was quoting the author. 
Mr. HALPERIN. I think we’re down to one person who resigned 

under protest successfully. 
Senator HART of Michigan. Gentlemen, you’ve been patient with us 

for a long morning. 
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Before expressing my thanks again, one or more of you might have 
something that you would like to add to the record. 

Mr. Vance ? 
Mr. VANCE. No. 
Mr. CLIFTORD. No, I think we’ve covered everything. 
Mr. PHILLIPS. No. 
Mr. HALPERIN. No. 
Senator HART of Michigan. Well, as I’m sure Senator Church did 

at the outset, as we conclude I would like to thank each of you on 
the panel. As Senator Mathias said, t,here are fewer skyrockets this 
morning but a lot more substance. 

We are grateful to you. 
[Whereupon, at 12:55 p.m., the committee recessed subject to the 

call of the Chair.] 





TECHNIQUES OF COVERT ACTION 
Expenditures in Chile, 1993 -1973 

(to nearest $19&999) 
Tedrniques X 

z Propaganda for Elections and Other 
Support for Political Parties . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $8,000,000 # $ z 

5 

Producing and Disseminating Propaganda 
8 M 
-kl 

and Supporting Mass Media . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $4,300,000 i 

Influencing Chilean Institutions: (labor, 3 
students, peasants, women) and 
Supporting Private Sector Organizations . . $ 900,000 

Promoting Military Coup d’ Etat . . . Less than $ 200,WO 1 
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EXHIBIT 2 
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EXHIBIT 3 

The Honorable 
Edward M. Korry 
351 Elm Road 
Briarcliff Manor 
New York 

Dear Mr.,Ambassador: 
1 

I am pleased that you 
the Committee about Chile. 
will take place November 4 
is planned as an open sess 
not been agreed upon, but 
soon as they are. 

will be able to testify before 
As I mentioned, the hearings 
beginning at 1O:OU a.m. It 

ion; the ground rules still have 
I will be in touch with you as 

I thought it useful to send you suggested issues around 
which to organize a ten- to fifteen-minute opening statement, 
even in the absence of agreed ground rules. No doubt you 
will want to make a number of the specific points you made 
in our interview: the'1964 .antecedents, your view of the 
1970 elections, your ignorance of what we now call "Track II," 
your understanding of the limits of "Track I" and of any at- 
tempt to affect the outcome of the Congressional vote, your 
perception of Allende and of his government's attitude toward 
the copper negotiations. 

In addition, you might address the following more general 
issues in your statement: . 

1. What was there in the Chilean situation after 1967-- 
and especially in 1970--that made other than overt, acknow- 
ledged action by the U.S. necessary or advisable7 That might 
incluae both the advisability of general programs and or any 
specific involvements in tne 1~69 Congressional elections 
and the 1970 Presidential elections. 
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>y::. , 2, 
Did your assessment differ from that of the Depart- 

ment in Washington? From CIA Headquarters? From the Chief 
of Station? 

3. What was the nature of consultation between you and 
members of the mission regarding the advisability of covert 
act1onl Did the sensitivity of the subject preclude consul- 

c \ tatlon with officers whose knowledge and judgment would have 
1'$, 1 been helpful? 

4. What was the nature of consultation between you and 
Washington on the same question? Did the sensitivity of the 
subject preclude consultation with, for example, INK, DDI/CIA, 
or the Country Director? 

iI 

5. Were you kept closely informed of any consultations 
between the Chief of Station and CIA Headquarters regarding 
Agency capabilities and the advisability of covert operations? 
What was your understanding of those consultations at critical 
junctures? 

6. Did you seek to assess those capabilities yourself 
before recommending or concurring in covert action? 

7. To what extent did you seek to supervise and/or keep 
informed of the details of covert operations? What procedures 
were used? Was there full cooperation by the Chief of Station? 

a. What ground rules did you set down for Agency activity? 
Did you, for instance, prohibit certain kinds of activity, cer- 
tain tactics or approaches to specific individuals? Are you 
confident your guidelines and prohibitions were complied with? 

9. Did you review ongoing operations periodically to 
determine whether they should be terminated or expanded? 

Obviously, these are suggest'ions, neither exhaustive nor 
binding. The focus of this portion of the Committee's inquiry 
is covert action as a* element of American foreign policy. 
You should, of course, make whatever comments on specific is- 
sues or events that seem important to you; but the major sub- 
jects of the testimony ought to be your assessments of the 
situation in Chile, your sense of Washington's perception and 
your sense of your control of covert operations in the field. 
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If  I can answer any questions or provide any additional 
material, please let me know. 1'11 await your letter. 

Yours sincerely, 

Gregory F. 'l'reverton 
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Uctober 23, 1975 

The Honorable 
Frunk Church 
Uflited states Senste 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Deer Senator Church: 

I have, es you know, confirmed my desire to testify before the Senate 

Select Committee at its pleasure. Since I requested s CIR program and 

since that program has bean linked both to the tragedy that wracked Chile 

and to the abuse of Executive power in this country, my appearance before 

your Commlttee is a moral imperative and 8 civic necessity. 

As Ambassador to Chile Four Full years (October 12, 1967 to October 

12, 1971) I wrote mars cables and dispetches than any of my rank in that 

period, delibsrstely accounting, as best I could, to current consumers 

throughout the government, and to Future political, economic and social 

historians, the motives, the atmospherics, the hopes and .disappointmente 

that enveloped my decisions end actions. For reasons of ignorance, of self- 

interest, of conflicting loyalties, of clashing principles and of percussive 

pressures of various types, not everything salient or sentient could be 

recorded even if comprehended then. Hence, new facts and Fresh insights 

still can be contributed to sn illuminating case study of the dizzying inter- 

action of natlonal security actions abroad, psrtisan competition For votes 

et home. covert acthvity, sconomlc interesta, espionoga, ldeologicnl rlvalrles, 

tioclel Vectors and lndlvidual wills, of’ hokf, In sum, the UnIted Ststu:r--not 

junt thu Uhlte Hou:ie, and/or the CIA, the Embsssy, and other Cxacutivu 

agencie!l, but the, nation es a dynamic entity--strode, stumbled or aneeked 

to Find its proper Footing in the massive tides OF history. 

Tha Commi t tee, se I understand it, hes judlclal powers. In effect,lt 

sits as a court, a court OP the people, one might say. As such, than, its 

function is to expose end to explore, without prejudice, the relevant Facts, 

to sift their implications and to reach conclusions on past performance which 

will, in turn, permit judgments on future lines of conduct. Your direction 

as presiding officer of the proceedings have demonstrated that the Committee 
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is not interpreting its mandate narrowly; it is examining an Executive 

branch decision-makiny-and-action process as it was effected by the in- 

tslllgence agencies. It is, I suhmlt, lnve:\tigating on" manlFe"t"tion of 

Authurlty nt " tlm" whnn “11 frlrm" of it ilrp ln,or nn"r,crinis. 

The US-ln-Chile CA"" is a thickat nf ironies. Good and biid IL" "o 

~10"s toqsthor, "H Acton "aid, that to ""sk artlstlc unity of char3ctsr, 

or p"rpose, or psrformance, Is, in this inst"ncr<, "" anlln abwrdlty. 

Your own rols, no lee” than l?IA'~,lllustrritr:s th" point. You would b" 

judys and jury when justice and decency suggest that it would b" mar" 

appropriate for you to be witness and defendant. 

An outrageous proposition, you will doubtless retort, one that might, 

as I recognize From past experisnce with anuther of your investigative 

committees, provoke a prodigiously hostile and costly reaction. No matter. 

"My heart ha" followed “11 my days," the po"t writes, "Something I cnnnot 

name." Mine cannot and will not 11~s or die quiescently while you and others 

fashion a bedlam of humhug and 8 blaze of unwarranted national guilt. If 

we have entered the new sr” of ultra-brite, klieg-lighted honesty and 

OpSll”SS~, of “letting it all hang out" as you and your admirers "dvsrtlue, 

then your wash must be pinned on the "am" “unlit line with mine. By that, 

I mean this "ppailing, disqualifying record: 

1. You were Chairman of the Subcommittee responsible For Inter- 

American affairs of the Senats Foreign R"lntiona Committee in 1969 and 1970 

when I inquired of it" stsffmen on three ""parate occasions, In Wovhington 

"nd in Santiago, If a Subcommittea meotlng could be "rranged. Each tim", 

Ml-. Pat lio1t replied, with "ems emb"r"ssment, that the Chairmen did not wish 

hearings. He gave me to understend that Latin American "ffalrs dld no!. 

“rou”n “ufficlent irltxrust or prornl~e ~?nnuqh ht:adlinss to murlt “~“n unt? 

“xL?cutive rump 9es"lun. Your "uccss"or "" !iubcommittes Chairman w"" :wb- 

oequontly hrlsfed on CIA opr?rstions in Chili!, J “m rsliably Informed, long 

bsfor" the lusks to the media by Congr"s?nw Harrington ("nd your staff) In 

1974 of Mr. Colby's secret testimony earlier that year to s House Committee. 

Is It unfair to compare your looking-the-other-way in 1969-70 to R 

sentry askep on duty on the ws of battle? Is it not right to inquire 

how such a negligent guard turns up 8” presiding judge in the resultant 

court martial? IS it not logical to specul.3t.e that you did not wish to 
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know too much, did not want to be saddled with any responsibility for the 

agonizing decisions or recommendations that the best of puhllc servants 

willingly confront, & confront, If our system 1s to avoid a demorallzl”g 

parelyele7 Or wee it disinterest 1” a taxpayer lnuestment, authorized 

step by etep by the Congress, of approximntnly S.2,ilOfl,OOn.flOO (bllllons)-- 

dollore of 1964-69 vlntagae and valuos7 

2. You were, next, Chalrmu” of the Suhcummlttne u” ~ltlnatinn”I 

Corporations of the Senate Fnrolgn Holotlons Commlttue. havlng transferred 

to that llmellghtod role in mld-1972 when Jock Anderson published the 

sensational and grotesque ITT memos. Oacause my name apposrod 1” severe1 

of those papers, I was, quite rightly, soon contacted (the summer of 19’72) 

by Hr. Jack Mum, Subcommittee deputy Counsel. In his second utterance on 

the telephone, he said “ITT is trying to make you the fall guy, you knou” 

(I didn’t) and added that If I did not cooperate with the Subcommittee to 

“get” ITT and the White House people behind the corporation. the Subcommittee 

vould “let” me be a scapegoat. My employere’ attorney contacted Mr. Mum 

strelghtswey and in November. 19?2,accompo”ied me ee a silent inhibitor to 

my one pre-hearlng lnterroqatlan with Olum and his superior, Mr. Jerry 

Le\dmeo”, the Counsel; we insisted they tape the multi-hour session. Events 

have &stifled your staff’s zsal to expose and to rid the country of the 

then abusers of Executive authority although, I might add parenthetlcolly. 

thnlr lack of pursuit 1” cortol” areas is I”trlgul”g. 

I ask, in this connection, however, if the Senate empowers its Sub- 

committees to ebuse lte authority with the same “enemies list” toctlc!l of - 

Its targets7 Would you say that the enriv justify the means? 

3. vour COUrlSl,l, nr. Lovlnson, and I participated soon after in a 

Dwiscldorf, Germany. Conference on Clultlnationel Corporet1on:r, ~Rnuary S-7, 

1973 (two months before your Subcommittee began heorlngs). Le&w” i-a- 

counted to several participants one rwnlng, in my preeance, that the US 

government In 1963-64 had sprint “SlZ,UUfl,OOll--eve” more” to defeat Allsnde. 

He elaborated’ briefly on the! effort and ““i-pose. When I asked him, in 

prluacy later, how he could justify such past intervention er!d yet be so 

outraged by a very muted US hostility in 1970 against the same ma” and the 

same forces---a CIA program, in fact, whose reach and cost uare tiny fractions 

Of the Earlier one---he replied that “we had a democratic aiternatlya worth 



103 

backing in 1964". Not for e second did he, your representative, argue thet 

the United States had no moral right to Intervene or that the CIA had no 

legal basis to engege In covert political sctlon over6"es or that inter- 

national treaties forbade such lnterventlon or that Allende end his forces 

had changed stripes. Quite the contrary. His wee e partisan, en Ideologlc- 

sl, distinction. He contended, entirely erroneously, that the US In 1970 

had supported a conservative candidate, Jorge Alessandrl, when, In truth, 

my p03itIon. and therefore the Embassy's, WRS strongly blasad (much to the 

annoyance of sll of the CIA) in fever of President Eduardo FreI end Ilie 

.?hrlstIen Democratic party---the "Democr;rtic Left" Force that Mr. Levinson 

extold In his book The Alllonce That Lost Its 2 (Quadrangle, 1970); I 

had even argued In writing to the Nixon Administration that IF the Democratic 

Christian cendldate In 1970, Tomlc, were,by the most unlikely miracle, to 

fashion end to lead B coalition with the Communists, as he proclaimed he 

would. It should not trigger US hostility. Even more relevant to the US 

Commlttes's inquiry, one powerful incentive for the structure I recommended 

of anti-Allende covert propaganda action In the 1970 campaign---no funds to 

any candidate or party---was my determination to guard against an Indlrect 

commitment by the US to a dIscredIted Right that was so clearly in a mlnor- 

ity and with whose tactics and objectives I was in profound disagreement. 

My question to you here, Sir, IO whether you were no less aware than 

Levdnson In January 1973, and before, of thi! parv;~sIvr! US Intorventlon In 

the Chilean electoral cempulgn of 1963-647 Is It not A fact that you de- 

liberetoly oupprestled this chapter of US actlvitler in Chlls In your 1973 

hcerlnge and later, because of It3 partloan cmborassment, bucuuee It lnvolvnd 

e Presldont we both cherlehcd? Is It not true, therefore, that you expunded 

public funds to convert R public investigation Into a private,internecine 

vendetta7 Dld,ynu not gnwp, by the way, that the 1963-64 covert operations 

involved the de facto overthrow of an existing government---that the program 

conceived by the Kennedy AdminIstratIon and executed by the Johnsor?team 

to elect ChrIstIan Democracy depended on the prior repudlntlon by the 

Chileen electorate of the conssrvatfve politics1 coalition In power, end that 

the US government, in many ways. worked to this end7 Is it not, thvrefore, 

correct to assert that your energetic campeign the past three years to 

pereurlda the medio and the world of the CIA's alleged “overthrow OF a 
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democratic government” in 1973 was, among other things, an effort to draw 

a false distinction between a past you labored to c”“er up anri B present 

you willfully dlstorted for partisan ontl [lursonnl E’dVa”tayB7 

4. Twice during our Curopoa” atny in J~~nuary. 1371, Mr. Levlnuur~ 

pleaded with ma to help “get” Presldsnt Nixon, Dr. Klsslnyur and “thelu 

involved in the 19’Xl dsclsions affecting Chile. He esksd how I, a llfulong 

“llbsral” and a Kennedy admirer and appointee, could “dofend” Nixon and 

Klsslngar and company. I told Levlnson, as 1 had others ““er the years, I 

had never voted for Nixon and hzld never contrlbutod a penny or anything 

slse to any of his campelgns; nor was Kissinger a friend, as I, “a less 

than Lewlnson. was painfully aware. The issues for me, I told Levinsorr, 

were of anothsr order: 

A. I had hcen so opposed to the Marxist-Leninist forces re- 

presented by Dr. Allends, it would be craven dishonesty to seek dispon- 

satlon by accusing others of actions based on shared perceptions; 

8. It would entail the dredglny of secret decisions and actl- 

vltles in a country where the Kennedy and Johnson Adminlstratlons had placed 

their highest hopss and the greatest per capita American investments, 

morel and material, in the hemisphere; such muck-raking, I said, mlght bury 

living Chilean politicians, and would muddy two dead .iJS Ptwsidents. The 

costs, I held, would he very hlqh to this country’s standing and to Chile’s 

stability. 

C. The Allcnde government had ““tared its third critical ye”, 

and the US taxpayer !;tlll had in the balance hundreds of milltons of dollars 

of US-Treowry-bucked yuorantscv of Amurlca” corporate investors plus rn”i.5: 

than “no and a quarter billion dollars of other public monlos; although I 

had no doubt that the Rllendo ymvnrnment kiuo dutermlnud to luvy this ch.~rye 

on ths US tnxpayer, I dld not wish to give any furthsr pretext. 

D. The sum of thens constraints, subjactlvu lurid objective, rind 

of the unending complexltles flowing from them. were too ovurwhclmlng fur- 

mo to play the dummy for him and for you. 

My question here, Senotor, is who duthorl?crl your Subcommlttue to 

concentrate on “getting”, to “511 the recurrent parianct! of your staff, Dr. 

Hisslngsr, and to rewrite history, if necessary. to achieve that end7 Why 

did you and Mr. Letinson. for example, manipulate the subsequent hearings 
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and the bsckground briefings to sslscted journalists---before, during “nd 

after those sesslona---to propagate the dsmoqogic, specious .wsplci”” that 

US actions In Chile, in my time. WBS’B motivated lmpurtantly bscaus” of 

fsolty to, or concern F”r,the munstary lntarsvts of, thti multlnatlonal 

corporotlono there7 (What WR~ true 1s thot I had srguud that tho “Allnnd,, 

doctrlrw” of non-noqotiuble, unllotsrrll qrab:l OF U!i propurty. lf unopponod, 

would b” omuloted by m,jny “thorn, In “rw F~~hlon or unothcr; I had ssld that 

ths consuquonces of Allende’s uncompromising bohaviour would also reduce aid 

snd Investment, bilateral and multilateral, by a m”re isolationist US In 

those areas of the world that needed It must; I had avowed my fiduciary 

responsibility For the heavy texpayer exposure through guaranties and the 

tied risks of other US government funds.) Did you not belleve whet Senor 

Raul Prebisch. the First Secretnry General of UNCTAD (the third world 

grouping) and en Argentine economist and socialist of International repute 

had gratuitously declorcd, In Levinson’s presence, to the Dusseldorf Con- 

feroncu, as the published record (I”$tuts for InternHtIonal and Foreign 

Trade Law, Georgetown Univorslty, and Praeger, 1974) states: 

‘Ambassador Kerry has given only part of ths information 

on this matter (the evolution of relationships between 

multinetional corporations and less developed countries) 

and I will complets it. The truth Is that he WBS one 

of the first---prlrhaps the first---to dsvolop this idea 

(of foreign corporate fade-out From sbsolutc to shared 

or minority ownership in LDCs) but only Ldithln o narrow 

circle of friends. Indnod I had the privilege In 1967 

to liatrn to his lrteo!i ahout thlo mattar presented with 

hlr, customury lucidity. I hew ample proof Amb”suarl”r 

K”l‘ry, while Atnbass.ldor to Chll”, was in!;trumental in 

shaping n”w ldi?as In this mattur of lnvustment.” 

(He was, as you will 5”” bEl”W, speaking of both the Allende and the Frel 

years.) Did Mr. Levlnson not tell you, as he had written in his book, that 

my defiance of the Anwzonda Company In 1969 enabled’the Chilean government 

to gain immediate majority Interest and control of that giant corporation’s 

mines In what was thn largest-ever peaceful transfer of resources In an LDC7 
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“ad You not been briefed on my persistent "I~Iw?Uve~i~QS I” 1971 to prevent 

ITT from exploltlng its Chilean difficulties at the US taxpayers’ expense? 

Did You and Levinson not “snags events to avoid any public airing of this 

or of addltionol reasons for ITT’s hostility to me because it would not 

fit the single-minded partisan script you had drafted? Where was the moral 

compulsion to “get” at tha truth as the public expected and lndeeri paid 

for? 

5. Mr. Levtnson’a interrogation of me in public Subcommlttns hsorlng. 

brought out, intur~dlia, my confirmation of a CIA electoral program in 

Chile in 1970 as the New York Tlman reported promlnontly in 0 two column story 

March 28, 1973,---a fullysar and A half, no lean, bofarm the dlsclmurns 

by Congressman Harrlngton (and tlr. Levinso”) that led to the formntion of 

. the Select Committee. I denied then, as 1 do now, that wa had ever attempted 

to bribe Chilean Congressman. I asserted the”, as I do again now, that I 

had imposed the most extraordinary precautions to prevent any U. S. complicity 

in a Chilsan military insurrection against the Chilean government, either 

Frsi’s or Allende’s. and that between 1969 and 1971, I had personally taken 

unusual---some today might say’high-risk---mcesures to guard ogalnet such an 

evant”ality. I malntalnad then, as I do “ow, that the United States had 

dealt with the Allends govarnmant, from the moment of his lnauguratio” to 

the day of my departure eleven months and one week later mars gunerouely 

than anyons could have imaglnsd or sntlciputed. 

The United Statos was following, I” fact, a sophisticated throtl-tier 

policy: diplomatlcally doing its utmost to negotiate a solution acceptable 

to the majority of Congress and to most Americans as fair and just by the 

moat liberal meaeurs; publicly adhering to a cool but correct posture; 

covsrtly providing funds that did, in fact, permlt newspapers (and their 

labor unions), othar media outlets and two major political parties to ful- 

Cl11 their democratic functions. 

IS it not true that you and your BtBff were au,,re in 1972-3 of the 

hundreds of cables sent from Embassy Sentlago between November 1970 and 

October 1971 reporting to Washington in swamping detail the genuine, the 

Strenuous end the lnnovstlve efforts to reach a” accomodatlon with the 

Allende regime? Is it not true that you decided to muffle this aspect 
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of the US-in-CHILE case? Is it not true that you and yourcounsel con- 

scientiously stifled any public vsntllation of en offer that Mayor Seams, 

Governor CerSy and the people of New York, might have bsen intrigued by-- 

my offer to ths Allsnds govsrnment, Marxist-Leninist in composition end 

thruet, to have the US guarenty its almovt worthlssa bonds 8s port of a 

f-sir. non-dogmstlc end lnsxpsnslvs ssttlamsnt of its conflicts with the 

US? Had I not provided on tepe in 1972 the prsclss detslls to Levbneon 

end Slum? Had I not informed four major Western powers of them’in timely 

fashion? Wes not Lev,nson also cognizant that ““an within the Allsnds 

government,not to mention eevcrel Sentlega residents of Lnternatlonnl 

stsndlng, such 8s Prebi&c$dt#Y! i%?% ;%position7 

Why shouldn’t the public conclude that your dsliberete coverup of e 

msjor initiative wee indispensable to your concoction of q simplistic and 

monstrous black-white mythology---a legend in which the Americen bullyboys 

kicked and cuffed small and innocent social dsmocrsts because they only 

wanted control of their rssources, and because they only wished to implement 

some progreeslve soclo-economic progrsms,.and besides, weren’t they demo- 

cratlcally elected? Why would B Senator of your mars1 repute and standing 

lend himself to, let alone lead and orchestrate, a campaign of such half- 

truths, outright lies or distortions to discredit not merely the Nixon 

Admlnistratlon but e” American society which had, in so meny varied wsys, 

participated in the government’s covert operatio@ 

Why we8 B”,JplXiSSiOn 90 “novoidable or so essential wtIen ths truth, 

damning in some of its other implications, would have permitted e ealutory 

and intelligent dsbets end ep,~raissl of the perplexing lssuss involved in 

Chile7 If Dr. Allende could, to my s~rrprlos, write B lsttnr to the US 

Prusldent rlfter my doparturs 1.0 prei~s my Ilffortn, if his ultra-Soclullot 

Foreign Mlnistsr Hr. Almeyda. could extol my endeavors to neyotleto, 

eflttlomente before e multi-party farewell getherlng for me in Santiago----- 

even thouqh both &sn wars ewe!‘e of almo:it. all CIA ectm 

end 1970-----why should a US .iunator ueuk to e~ssc eo much of the tapo of 

history7 

Why, to take another exsmple, did you and your steFf 1st stend the 

Impression in your final rsport that ths US had nbt. In fact, caeeed all 

Further economic loaning to Chile in October 196&----two ysers bsforc Lhu 

election of Allande and that In 1969, I had protested sxplo~lv~ly this Nixon 
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offlcicll In Guatemala and Orazll, both repressive military regime’s by 

the way, before his bureaucratic career we8 ended by Nixon’s electiefQ 

not dsmystify the mlslsadlng AID statistical tables included In your, 

Subcommittee’s record? Why, too, did you bar from the final report end 

from the public the no less crucial information concerning the US offers. 

through me, of loans and credits to the Al&ends government. again end 

sgaln in 1971, if it would Only cease reneging on President Allondtr’o 

expllclt promtises to U.S. officlale, reiterated often in Washington by 

its Ambassador7 Did you and ho not wleh thaw rtiecuing facto, olnlll 

find prounble, to kill your morality Fnble of the U.S. cuttlug off further 

oconomlc aid to Chllc because of Allendo’o “uociellsmw or ~~erxlrm”7 

Havun’t your selective outrages and excisions the past three years 

been akin to a conductor porfarmlng Beethoven only with kettles and trumpete, 

reducing incredible complexity to the drum-and-bugle thumping of B political 

convention7 

6. The State Department’s foreign Servlce observer at the., 

1973 hearings of your Subcommittee reported on the extraordinary 

dally working relationships between your staff and a Chilean Cmbassy 

dlplamat. I witnessed It during my one day there. D’oubtless, the State 

Department had not shared the coincidental ifltHiliQWX? that this Chllaen 

had been nlcknomed by fallow Embassy offlclnlu, also loyal to Allondo, 

HS the ‘Commlsear:’ Nor would I ouggast hr?rt! that you perceived the thread 

of logic that led from Mr. Lav&won’s endorsement of thin Chilean to 

the Chlloen Embasuy’s reinforced influence wlth several vary well- 

placed journalists In Washington, and how that wcce~s,In turn, amplifled 

Allends’s authority in Chile, in thle country end in the world, at the 

price of moderetlon In Chile and of U. 5. standing everywhere. 

It is pertinent, though, to aek you why you rhould prefer such sources 

nf information, guidance and judgmenta trl the sfflrmotlon OF not just.one 

inrlupondsut-minded Ambassudor but the documuntsd roporte and anulyals 

over many years of many, highly-regarded Forolgn Service Officers? Why 

would you not &!vB” explore the antccndznts of the Socialist Party of Chllc 

3 
of its best known member, Dr. Allendo? Was jt &a&a’tha i#,.#,&utabla imprint 

/thn Offi+?]. PBrty histories would Strike at the heart of ao ,,,any of your 
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pLEltulatlons, preconceptions, e!!d prejudicss7 Surely it wnen’t “eceseury 

to sgree with my recommendationi, or actions for yuu to 1st smw light 

shine on the primordial phcnome”on:--- thdt the Sociullst Party of Chile 

had u”remIttIngly and vehemently oppoeed soclol democracy for e quarter 

of e century, thet It wns pledged egeinst reform, and everything ratlonsl 

cuntalned not only In the Founding proclumntionr of Chile (srld the US) but 

ln thoee of the Elrltliih, SuedISh;<, or German Soclollvt partlse7 Why:tur” 

the blnme uniquely on the U.S. uhe” Dr. flllendo’e party had wwaverir~yly, 

for decade!,, nopoused violent revolution For Chile and throughout Lntl” 

America---when it hed gone a” record 1” ovary “etlonal party conclave n”l 

in every meeting of Its Central Committee for decades SS extrsme lntcrpreters , 

of Marxist - Leninist dogma who ruled out a”v%%~%~lth the U.S.7 

Why hide the fact that the majority of this party’s ruling Committee (by R 

vote of 1X For, 
13p&5p;;ii 

six absent) had refused to endorse Rllende as 

the party’s candidate For PrSsidl?nt ln 1970 because OF his 18 yoers of close 

‘collaboration with the less vlolwt,but stronger and totally subuorvlsnt-to- 

Mo!icow Communist Party of Chile7 Why shouldn’t there be e sober study OF the 

Implications of Allende having bilen the compromised recipient of large amounts 

OF funds over many yeara From va1’1ous Communist capitals end orgSnlzstlo”s7 

Or that his flrst foreign political ect on the very day OF his inauguration 

wee to promise covert support to the Puerto Rican Independence movement? 

Why not explore the reasons for the US Embassy,in advance OF his election, 

reporting the step by step proce$,e by which US influence--cultural, economic, 

commercial, political, and military---was to be extirpated? Or why we 

concluded before the elections thti Communist and Socinllst partlee planned 

to “es the default OF their debts to the knerica” taxpayer ae a means to 

lmporn tholr polltlcal will a” Chllo end the lJ.S. 

Most lmportent query, con you grasp thet your refuse1 to penlt any 

Sorlous conslderotlo” by the Congress, end therefore, the public, allowed you 

and thereby the Sentits to be exploited wlthln and without Chile In S dls- 

&.+ouR, 1” R catastrophtc, mS”“tir--- th;$t you u”uAttlngly becnme a pouarFu1 

SgS”t. as R” Allendu Spologlst, fur the polurizatlon within Chile. and For the 

relg” Of terror that cnsuedl No ilmerlcen, nut evSn Mr. Nixon, had nuore 

dewstating effect In Chile, OY 1 hew good ronso” to~eneert, thori you, Sir. 

No one proved the edage that “whsl Is earnest is not always true: on the 

CO”trAry BrPOr ie often more eafnl:st then truth”. 

7. vow- men, Levineon, next acted 09 one of the two chsnnols For 

Congresenan Harrington, according to p!lbllshed reports, to divulge, to leak, 
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in September, 1974, Mr. Colby’s secret testimony o” Chile. (Congressmun 

Harrlnqton’a other channel we9 Mr. Laursnc~ Sta-n of the Weshin ton Post, 

e conF1da”t.e of Lud,“eon end of the eforunlentlonod 
4 

“Uommleeor”; ;“bllshed 

during the March, 1973, hesrings of your Subcommittee B front-pegs story 

atatlng that the United Stetes govsrnment hed Funnelled up to $20,000,000 

through offlclul egenciss In 1964 to elect Eduardo Frei. By design or 

eccldont, thot story wes timed to obliterate Frel, the atrongoet elnylu 

dumocrstlc, moral end intellectual obutscla to the Horxiat-Lsnlnlet PB- 

volutio” the” entering ite runowny phase.) Hr. LevLnson, still your~o”qulng 

Subcommittee Counsel, “as the snonymous source for the publicstlon of the 

Harrington leak ln the New York Tlmee by Seymour Hersh on September 8, 1974. 

The Hersh stories of the week dissemlneted the impression that I was Ambassador 

to Chile For the two Allende veers following my departure In 1971, that the 

CIA programs in Chile began ml with the Johnson Adminletrstion In 1964, rather 

than with Kennedy, (just aa Mr. Stern’s sbova-mentioned story had), tfiet 

the US government had sought to bribe, through ma, ChIlean Congressmen at 

the time of Allende’s slectio”, that I had dnnlsd to you and your SubcommIttee 

any CIA Involvement In the 1970 campaign 1” Chile, that I had invoked 

erflcutlve privilegs to evade responses, that I had lied under oath and would 

be subject to immediate investigatlo” for perjury. I” hia telephone calls 

to me come day8 later Emuaotc~Usr! Hersh ldentifisd Ceuknso” ee hle 

BOUI‘CO for the connnents concernirrq me, 8e I stated in a letter to the Editor 

of thu Times on Snptember 13, 1974, tic did BO in the Context Of “now w ara 

golnq to “~11 Kleslngur” and “thle time wo h’dw t’&ssinger’ and appeals to me 

to help “got” Hlssl”y”r (OS I informad tho Tlmos in my letter). Than, on 

Seotamber 17, 1974, Hortjh roportud in the Tlmee to the effect that C&eon 

hnd prevented you with o etafr rqort urging stronq llctlo" against Becrrrtnry 

Kissinger along with recommendatlone for perjury und contempt chorgou egrllnet 

ilvo othnr former and ectlvn US clfflcielo Including mu. 

Do you not find these eccusrltions by yuur staff, leaked I” eneeky 

enonymlty without any prior notification, wlthout any communlcatlo” to mu, 

of any kind, wlthout any opportunity to this date to axemIne the chargrrs or 

to rebut them, B callous, DUD” criminal, abuse of US Judicial process? Where 

is Fnlrneee? Where io decency7 Whure is morality? Where is the esssntlal 

differonce between your Lavonson and illurn end Senator Joseph HcCethy’e Cohn 
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and !33ine7 Or Mr. Nixon’s dirty tricks dspartmunt? How doee it come “bout 

thet a Sensts employee paid by public funds tin impuse on the country. by 

trodlny ““Crete for “pace in tlw msdlm on your Iwhiilf, trle I’daoJVf, hl n 

Il”litlc!1, his doubln-utnndnrdu of justicr!, mtrrel I ty, parcaption and “ctlonl 

IR It stretching the uvldence t” ask you why anyone In public life should 

not emulate this performencs---to exploit thn protwztlon offered by B 

poaerful nn11 sp(r”vlnq patrlln,t.” lnnlot 0” hln crlturio. to cot-wart sv,,ry 

(rutlllc int”rwt matter Into nsvnge poJlLlr:!l of Hmbl tlun, tu uburw hl:l 

wthorlty7 1” thlv not th” ““:i”“ce “F ttttl W,1tsrguts case7 Is the luwon 

you would have the public draw thet such “buss IH tolsroble 8s long “9 you 

agree with the abuser? 

-d- 

I reclts these dstalle to prove thn sxlstonco from 1972 to the present 

of a web OF connectnd uuonts in Lhe nsw t:rl~ rlf “purln~sv you proclulm tw “ftun 

thet nulthor thn pub11 c “r the Congreao !.uum1111 t.11 1111 ~wivvy to. RlH”, I 

,.,luh”d to lay B foundotlon of l’ilct to !wl)p”f.t th” “l~survatione Contolnud In 

Lhlo document, not tho lcost 01‘ which I:; my lnitloi questioning “8 to !.lh”ther 

you have not dlaquallFled y”w,olF 88 judg” and jury In anything reletlng 

to th” US-in-CHILE case. They also provirln 8,” lntroductlon to tho Funda- 

mental ussuw on which the Congress must “till decide. 

VOU Rtntod on nutlonsl television this p”‘)t summer (and on mi,“y other 

ncca!~lons in 1975) thut you dn not in any *I”” crltlclz” thn oFfort” by the 

!ioclnl Democratic parties In Europe to aid thulr olutxr party and to “ave 

Jlbsrty and democratic process In Portugal. YOU added that LC the US W~PB 

to bl! lnvolwd in thet “Ffort, It would only nmtmroriu And wclaken thn Europeuns 

rmdesvors and demngo the Soclolist Party nF Portugal. You uxplalnrrd that 

your lnslotence a” ths CIA bulng bethersd U~Y bewd on the risk of exposure 

in Pnrtugel. And then you amptwsized with rlghtouaneue quivering From “very 

pore that Portugal bou qultr tlw “pposltu of Chile bwzaus” In the formr!r 

A mllitory dlctstorship had ber,n overthrown while in Chile tho US clngagod 

in overthrowlng a demoor”tlcr~lJy elected gowrnment. 
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Whut unredscmlng rubbish1 Horelly shameless, lntsllectually Insulting, 

fectually l”credlblA and politically asinlnu. 

Elthor the United Stntes condones or doss not covert polltlcal uctlo”. 

tither it dons or dosn not condom” thu lnterfursnce by one government in 

enothor’s lntsrnal political offelrs and processes. (clscsuss Olaf balm. or 

tlorold Wlluon or liclmut Schmidt CB” WBUT tho hut of prirty lsedor’for such 

ewerclsss. it doss not dlluto his role 88 the leader of thtl government 

respnnslblo for them.) Either the Unltnd Statso ctin dlapley the Arlototslean 

copecity to dlscor” that is tho BOUI‘CB of polltlwl wisdom br It ehould 

rono~nm lta clelmu to !thwght, to illlprtlcletlon, tn wrtll losdurshlp. To 

contemplate wlth equunlmlty covert pulitical fictlo” by othsre---prenumebly 

Soviet 88 well as Swedish or German or British---and to worry aloud that 

the most powerful democracy might be nabbed if it dofondsd prlnclplon In which 

it belleved,ls, to my mind, an lncltemnnt to ovary Amorlcan to abjure his 

religious falth, his political bsllr?fs, his humanistic yoarnlngs. hl~ plural- 

Lstic attachments. YouTo is a prsscript1on for iso1etion. Not just the 

isolotlo” of B Fortress American byt the more dowstating entombmsnt of mind 

snd of spirit. No wonder Amurlcsns denplss all polltlciensl 

It is also B reckless Invitation. Why should militant, terrorlstlc, 

willful, or dedicated groups not read such J declaration from you---es indeed 

thoy dld In Chllo---as B elgnfll to advunccl their otretogems, thnir Interests, 

their peselone, thslr sbsolutlnms? Aftor 811, if they have the courugs of 

thulr convictions, why not? Wasn’t tha lock uf an lnhlbltlng olgnul from 

the Nixon Admlnlstration---if not WOPBB---8” uncoursgsment to the Chlleen 

mllltsry in September, 1973, and, more horrifying, later7 

As for the consoquoncus of US covert octlo”, you prom how much saolor 

it 1s to predict the future than the past. Before the disclosure of the 

US covert efforts to block the imposition of Marxism-Lsnlnism o” Chile, you 

and your support6rs mel”t.aln~!d unintorrup:tsdly that such defense of US 

interest, 88 psrcelwd by me and others. would worse” the cold wmr twwlone--- 

that thcly would, for example, delay, Impede, hlndrjr. block moenlngful nagotia- 

tidnu with the Sovlut Union, or, say, 1,11tll Cube. Ihe cold w”1‘ would go I,“, 

you forwrmt. of COIIPCI~, th,! uxoct cunl.r~ry occirr~rl. Nd to my uurp~.Im. 

I bud prelllcstad my Chllenrl r,ucotlllllenll,ltlorl~ on ths osuumptlo” thut II’ th.3 US 

pruduntly dofrrndsd its declared policlos---ths Congress’s decl;red policlee--- 

tho USSR and China would respect us bnd that they would bscomg moderating 
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influence in Chile. tlven “fter yaur riqywl II1 huarlngi, Allnnrle sent 

in mid-19’13 to mc(a privatu citizen in New York+, R high officlol of his 

y~wrnm~nt to inqulru if my 17’71 offers cuula wmnhubl b” updated ,~nd revived. 

(I immnrliilt~!ly opprl3cd thy Llti3t.e i)eparI.mnnt. A!; with ,411 Allunda IhIilli~JU, 

tlnd us hn “fton boaster1 In prlv<ltti, ,!ppl!~~ronc<! b108 much moru Important thtin 

rllllllty; ho could nut, would nut, “,,pus6! thu vutu or Lhu Suclolltit lfnrty 

lerrdr?rshlp which inslrterl on th” BUM! all-or-nolhlng terms, according tu 

thnt ~,nma! offlclel, ““W llvlnq I” “Xl 114.) In P”rlu1~~11 iteulf. thu :inrnti~ 

point HppliI!R. No s”“n”r did ttu! NHW Vclrk Il~nl~x Iwbll:>h last montl? th,l 

ruports of large-scnlu CIA lnvolvumunt thun thu Lisbon yovcrrnment cnncludwl 

lte firfit ml,j”r ncgotlatlnn ulth Woshlngton. 

Wh”t might well b” hyp”thI!~l~orl. “n the “ther hand, la thnt your ~lrlclara- 

tl”n!i rcmboldsnnd tho anti-domocratlc forca?s wlthln Portugal to nmultltF! thclr 

Iduuloqlcal couslne 1” Chile, to lgnor~? the rwjorlty will and tn hurl thu 

country into civil war if neceosary to huvu thr!lr way. IF on” occcpts the 

unarquablr! nvidence that the :inclallst Party of Chill? was, In fact. n Left 

Conmunlst party (glnc,: 1 t hllrl ncornod antI F~~NW”IX~ tha! Third Irrt~~rn~tlon~~l 

for decades) and that the Christian Demncrntic pnrty was, In: fact, the 

democratic soclallst p”rty of Chile. by wavtrr” Curo~uo” ~lolltical starxlards, 

then you will comprehend uhy every event In Portugal since the overthrow of 

the Salazar dictatorship has rqwated n Chiluan gxperience---even the. 

manner in which the non-democratic Left deals with thu military. 
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labor observers had over a period of eiyht or “1”~ years stated that a 

government led by Allende and dominated by the Communist and Socialist 

pertles intended to constrict very markedly, at the least. the two Freedoms 

on which oui- form of democrecy is based---of prose and of association, 

pertlculsrly labor unions. I” 1970, BH I” 1963, ws knew beyond a shadow of 

reasonable doubt thot an Allsnde governmsnt intended to usa the pro’ces~ss 

and lewa of what it callod “formal democracy” to ollminate iw ond rwpl~cs it 

ulth what it tolled “populur democracy “---H” sccurate dsscrlptlon whuse 

memlrlg is known to every member of the Conyruss. From 1961 to 1970, Lhn 

Embfissy,llks ths majnrity of Conyr~sa,nqreed thut such a development would 

do ssriouo harm to US intersots and influence-for-good in the world. 

As far 8s lntsrfersnce in internal political affairs le concerned, 

the US Congress has bean knowingly engaged in it for years. At very hlgh 

cost. Not lt~weys with candor either. The voting or withholding of funds 

for food, for arms, For loans, had political sim,as often as not,slthough 

cloaked in the pretext of “development”. Is it not fair to say that whH” 

the Nixon Administration ignored my explosive protests and denied Further 

economic aid to the Frsi Government in early 1969. it was casting~massive 

and dollberate political vote---with CIA connivance---For the Right, and 

ironically, For Allends It could do so with impunity,incidantally. beceuse 

groups such as your subcommittee on Latin American affairs had no interest. 

Who, than, had to deal with the conssquoncos? 

Or consider the some problem From another angle. The majority of 

Cunqress and of ths Amsrlcnn electorate hove ~~xpressed,onewsy or a”othnr, 

tho suspicion, or the finding, that the evenLo surrounding the Watergate 

affrrir threatened rlsmocratlc procosn in the IJS. Vet “othlng Rlch”rd Nixon 

and his ussoclates did, or EM!” contemplatw3, hogan to approximstu thu 

actions of a Chileon President you psrsist to this day in lebsllng “rlsmocrstlc!‘. 

Rock-hard informaiion show that Allonde: 

A. Arranged for the covert importstla” end distribution of 

illegal srms inllr hi> country. 

8. Sought by bribery, coercion and covert political action to 

gill” ownership or control of all media not conforming to 

guver”me”t’s desires. 

C. Slsckmallsd, literally, the two major opposltlon parties 

(the Christian Democrats and the Nationals) and many of 
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their indlviduol Senators and Congressem, by threatsneng 

to expose incriminating, albuit gsnorollzed and customary. 

mlsuss of thn loaning mochanlsm of the private benklng 

system. 

Approved and ohsrsd wry large brlbee From Forolgn corpo- 

rilt.lone. 

Floutsd the will of Al” lndepondunt C”ngr”oa by invoking 

dozens of thee tho rarely-used, ultimate c”nstltuti”ns1 

duvlco,“F “0 deQra0 Of ineiat”“CE’ t”  iIJ”“r” vstoee and/or 

logll;lati”n. 

Iynorsd major judlclal decisions and danled thu euthorlty 

of the courts. 

I\ppr”ved and exploited the altering of unl”n bollats to 

win determinant control of the centralized labor union 

confederetlon and to become the first government in the 

hemlephere whose Mlnlstsr of Labor MXI also head of the 

labor confederfltlon (8% was ""CO the co”” In thw Soviet 

Union). 

Wch “or” could be seld. I would only inquire here by what slestlc 

yardstick do you QZJUQO ‘democratic”. Is it th” double standard that some 

apply to race? Is it bet Latin Umarlco Is oomehow inferior, as your lock 

of lntersrct in tha late 1960s miqht lndicatn, and that “democracy has 

a dllutsd definition For Chll”? IF so, I stats her” categorically that 

under Frel. Chile was “no of tho most polltlcolly Free pieces on earth, 

Freer. in Fe&than ths US. I assert, too, that hsd the United States 

not pursued my euggevtlon to provide covert old to th” msdlo and to key 

pollticlane cormlttod, I bellnvwt, to dtlmocrstlc rind constitutl”nnl 

procenooe, 
Lrva”,!l!,lcR tf 

Allond” wuuld how unr~matlonilbly won/control of, an-confnrmlng 

acdlo that mntterud, of thtl lubor hiernrChIu!~. Sllll Of’ ” cO,,Q,VW trons- 

formod into R “Psoplu!~ iMir!mbly”. How long, 11y 11111 way, do you think thu 

lndupunduncn nf Mom” nswsp~pers ~wrl som” rodl” !nt.ltl”ne who?” vigor u” 

lmpruosed you In 1972 and ‘73 would have undurud if 1 had Furnlshsd tho 
. 

detelle Mr. Levunson was so anxloua to pressure out OF me7 

I don’t know whether the disappearance of demodracy in Chlle merited 

a tZ,OOO,OOO insurance 1101icy In covert action, 8s I proposed in 1970, 

on the two billion dollars voted by Congress in the previous decade to 

safeguard democracy in Chlla and to make it a model For the rest of Latin 
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Amerlce. 1 know only that I had said at ths beginning of 1968 and in 

the 1969 annual Embassy Policy Stetsments that the only vital interest 

the US had in Chile was thtlt it rsmaln o democracy vnd that if WB WB~R to 

become lndiffsront to tho fate of demucracy In B country of Chile's cellber, 

we would Ynsvltebly become indifferent to hou wo practlcsd dsmocrscy at 

home, R forucast thet I belslun was born8 out. 

By ml+1970, H numbsr uf other motivetionl---strategic and toctlcel, 

internntionnl and ragionel, weighed so heavily that I -%+-f aned my previoue 

iron detormlnetion, often axpressed, to hsvo thH US stay on tho sldsllnee, 

to fOllOlJ R strictly non-~ln~e~~~~tlo”~” 
, qne t%,p;?fFLm”l =“ggsster’ R 

nwdsst electoral propaganda progrem You may nut wish to have ml1 my 

reasons dlscusssd in public but I am prepsred to do so. 3iriiee, I offer 

hare the full cstalogus for public .psrusal: 

1. The avowed alms Oti the Marxist-Leninist Socialist and Communist 

parties, and of thelr gcvornmental lsader,Salvador Allende, tb ellminete 

wPormalistic" democracy---tlw kind thst the UnIted States, Canada, Sweedon 

and Britain have---and to replace it with "popular democracy'---tho kind 

that Cubn, Cast Germany and Czochoslovakla huvo. 

2. The dscl,lred alms of the t;gcip;;tius to cxtlrpste US influence 

in Chile and In Latin America---to treat/ 1; Allende’s pre-slection words, 

as "public enemy number one" In the hsmlsphero. 

3. The Allonde Govsrnment's intEntion, WI reported painstakingly 

fOr%i%%n r'~am~ of Foreign Seruice Officer cables and dispatches, In 

thousands Of CIA msrsages from clsndestlns sources, in ths,assesaments of 

the three successive Ambassadors In Santiago, from 1961 to 1970, sech 

npnnintod to government arlglnully by John F. Kunnedy, to align itself 

l.iith thu Castro gowrnment in Cuba in s homiophrrrl~ effort to wipe Out 

US lnflusncos, and to bocoms, in tho wordo of John F. Hsnnedy "a sncnnd 

Ilrldguhaed" for the !iovlut Union in thn humlaphuru. 

4. The knuwledgo that. r#n Allendu government wuuld seek to IIIR"~""BI' 

the United States into a acapsgoot role sn as to avoid repayment of/$aount 

approaching one billion dollars in losno originating with the US taxpayer 

and to justify the unpaid--the uncompensated --nationalization OF us cltizene ” . 
property gkantnes by the US taxpfly8r under Congressional legislation in 

the amount Of hundwds of mlllions Of dollars. 

5. The certain knowlodge that thfl Soviet Union and other Communist 

governments and organlxations had provided for msny years and wnre provldlng 
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wry substantlsl sums for covert politIca action to ths Communist 

party * to the Socialist Party and to Allands himself. Tharsfore we 

anticipated (as quickly proved to be the csas In 1971) that ths USSR and 

Cuba would exploit fully these relationships and that ths USSR might (as 

promptly occurrsd In 1971) exert strong prsssuras on the Chileon armed 

forces with the sctiva support of Allends, to accept It 8s ths mai? 

military supplier and n%silItsry advisory group. 

6. The certain knowladgs that tha Christian Democrstlc party (PDC), 

tha largest single politics1 @Duping In Chile and ths repressntatlvs Of 

tho Democrstlc Lsft, uould be the mein Interns1 target ot the Msrxlst- 

Lanlnist govsrnment. I had vary, very, good resso”s to entlclpste that 

the party would not hsva the matsrlal rnesns or the morel or brganIzatIonal 

Impetus to sustain ItselP ss a vital party in Chile For vary long wIthout 

outsids hslp in advance of Its CBrt.dn Crlais. Ths PDC owed lsrgo amounts 

of money to banks the Allends govsrnment would quickly nationalize; us 

reckoned that the Allsnde government would exploit bank nationsllratlon to 

blackmail, to cosrcs and to starve finsncially (es proved to be the cass 

starting quickly ln 1971) numerous and Influential msmbsrs of the party, 

The Allen &;;:c%$s’wr~ to silence political opposition, 2 to compel the : 

Congress to accept Its bills, and most Important, to destroy the PDC by sowlng 

Internal diaasnslon at every level. Ths PDC ownad no nations1 navspapsr, 

hod no TV outlet and InPluenced Paw of Santiago’s many radlo atationo Rt 

the time of Allends’s election although it had basn ths govsrmleh for sin 

years. 

7. The certain knowledge that the Allende government planned to 

gain quick control by coercion, brlbary and monopoly authority (over all 

credit,. Imports and prices) of the major Independent madla outlate. The 

CIA persuaded me---and I beleive today thslr assessment wss probably corkect--- 

that the sffluant proprietors could not alone sustain POX- long the hugs - 

defIcIts ths Allsnde Government would (snd did) rig or would bo wllllng 

to undertake euch risky and costly non-conformity q ” their own---wlthuut 

some matsrisl nsnIPeststIon oP a sharad US concarn Por a free press. 

8. The certain knowledge that the Allanda government planned to 

use bribery, coarcion and Its monopoly powers to achieve,monopoly control 

of organized labor. (The Allends govermnant did, In fact. resort to large- 
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of 
su3.e stufflng/bsllot boxes according to non-CIA, US government evidence 

to prevent Christian Democrats from diluting the Marxist-Leninist hold 

on Chile’s q “e Confederetion of Trade Unions. Under Allends, Chile became 

the only country in the hemisphere ever to imitate e Soviet example by 

having the Minister of Labor, B Communist, aleo head the trsde Unions. 

9. The certain knowledqe that the Kennedy Rdmlnlstratlon had 

perceived ths threat no differently than I end that it and the Johnson 

Admlnlstratlo” had ncted covertly on the Bsme premises 8s I recommended, 

but in B far more porvaeivs. rlekier Bnd costly manner than I ever contem- 

plated and that the inertia of the massive commitments, both covert end 

overt of President Kennedy B”d Prssldsnt Johnson, in find to Chllo,could 

not be ignored. I saw my trua rule se not Baying “whether” but “how” end 

“when” the US would intervene. 

10. The conviction that WR~B the US to act indifferently to the fats 

of B syetsm BB represented by a government (Frei’a) it had most favored 1” 

the hemlephera because of its BttaChinBnt to political de”IoCrBCy and to 

dynsmlc eocial justice, ths effects would be devaotstlng in other countrioa 

where a communist party had msaningful polltlcal Influence or where ultra- 

Marxist-Lsnlnists might play o signlflcont role. I had 1” mind not only, 

or evs” primarily, Latin America. Chile appeared to share Western Europss” 

polltical structure and outlook, Bo I epoks the” to Washington of France, 

Itnly, Spain--even .1span. It ww B time, you may recall, when de Gwlle wee 

almost ewopt from power by a Marxist-Leninist revolution. 

11. The probBbt 11 ty thnt the qovnr”ma”ts 1” Moscow and Poking wuld 

misreed US lndiffewncs In Chllu. I apeek not of rhetoric but of sctlon 

since “elthur of the qovurnmontu lo there plucee Bre lmprsesod wry much 

by words alone. The very highsst levels of the Soviet Party dealt psrvonally 

with Chile and the Chilean Communist party, before and efter Allende’s 

electlo”. The Soviet Union sent Bs its Ambessedor to Santiego, eftet Allmnde’s 

election, q “e of only three members of the Central Committee of the Communlet 

Party it stationed in non-Communiet capitals-- the other two being Washington 

and Paris. Hsny other evldencse ape availabltl to support my belief that 

the Allsnde erpsrlenc~ wes eoen In Moscow ao ” precursor for other plucus. 

At the time of the Chileen electoral crrmpolgn, the IJ !i engaged in thu reordering 

of its relations with the USSR Bnd the PHC. I speculstsd to and in Washington 

thst if the US did nothing to sustain a democracy of the caliber of Chile-- 
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a country which the LJS LiovernmRnt had told the Congress repeatedly 

would be the model for r-. progressive democracy--then either or both - 
the two majar Communist powers might conclude that the US disasters In 

Indochina, the subwquent demoralization within the US and abandonment 

in Chile---in our own hemisphere---taken together with the evident crises 

in Westrirn Europe ilt that tlmu. signlfled a general western collilpse Ill 

tho offing. They miqht, I bald, odopl the onolyul~ nf the luodurnhlr~ 

rll’ Rll,~n,lrt’n nwn !;,~clul I at Party--thin1 Lhrl lJ9 ~n:~ IIU:~I~III~J~U uf d1~l’wu11~u, 

1 l!l lrltclro~“Ilnd, I,., tlu, lentluv ,rf thu 5ocl1~llnC t’xtrty, 5~. Alttvnll.nrnn, 

kept um@~aslrlng In Chlls, tho cnllepst~ rlf the US would bu IlRstennd t!y 

klcklng It hard HNI often. 

12. Ths pernnnal convlctlun that i, “do nothing” ~ollcy would 

be a deliberate and cowardly !lisobsdlencs of the intent OF the Conyreos 

oo repeatedly expre:r:.cd in tho legislatlvr history of the Alllance I-or 

Proqreus, the Forelqn Aosistance Acts and NatIonal Security legislation. 

MORXlVl3~. in the particular CA%? of Chile, the Executive Hranch, from 1961 

to 19GO had justified its massive lnvolvcmcot, both covert and overt, on 

the groundn that WR wercl supporting a (~rogressiw? and stable democrncy, 

unique in Latin &no~.ica. I ooid, and I say agaln today, that ~~m”“na 

had to assume the fiduciary rnsponslbillty for comml tmsnte made by thu 

Cungreus,ln the taxvayers’name, moral and finitnclal. My responsiblllty 

uas to lay out the Lhoices, to qlve my hnnnst assessment, to argue lines 

or nctlon. ratherthan <wait (lr hlde thu ewlvalunt of B certain bankruptcy 

sxplodlng In tho r,Jlx? of policy-milkers, laxpsyero, and th,!ir elected 

r~!presentatives. 

13. The conviction that a personal representative of B f’revidunt 

has in inescapable ubllgatlon--morsl, intellectual, and bureaucratlc-- 

to :~RY to ths White House what he honestly believes. Throo su~~esslvr! 

Prnsldcnts had cluarly enunclotnd to ttw public thrllr vshamunt oppwItion 

to uh*t Kcnn~dy cel111d the ustahllshnent of “a second brldgehuod” in ttw 

humI sphnrm. Every jwenldent. like every Congrass. has complalosd that 

dulibarate dlsreganl of thelr ~ullcien/~~lF-*ervlng burRaucraclos under- 

mined good government; in some cases, thls Washlng’ton predllectlon en- 

couraged paranoia. 

14. The awareness that the US was overtly qulte impotent. I hud 

watched for three years how the lixtreme Left (the Communists and Sociallnts) 
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had joined the Right to thwart the maesivt? investments and hopes of the 

US taxpayer and Congress. The Socialists and Rightists systematically 

sowed unrest 1” the military end combined to encourage Gen. Vieux in 1969 

(as they would again with him end other Generals in 1970) to rebel against 

the Frei Government. The Communists destroyed the major party of the canter, 

the Radicals, by wanton bribery and blackmail from 1966 to 1970; they also 

planted ;r,]ents at kuy lsvole In the Christian Democretic Perty to &w 

divlslvcnens at critical momente. The Communlsto, Socialists end Rightlets 

comblm?il to encourage infletion, to block land reform end other cruCi01 Frei 
that ml ht ermit Chile to enjoy democracy find soclel 

T;%:eIn conti%ue~stablllty. 

My views were thoroughly reported. They wore aired, Argued, wslghed at 

every eoproprlsto level in the State Department (in ~evarel offices thereof) 

ao ~~11 es the CIA and, on vel’y rere pre-election occasion, the Whl te HouYe. 

I diwgreed vehemently with the CIII in 1960., 19L9, end 1970 and 50 stilted - 
on the wires, or orally to responsible State Department officials. I know 

of no instance when 1 did not rhare my information or oplnlans with the 

Resistant Secretary of State for Latin flmerica (including my private conver- 

sations in the White House) or when he, in turn, did not share my reports 

with his Foreign Service deputy and with his superiors. I know of no 

important instance when the Foreign Service Officers in Santigo most know- 

ledgable of the political situation uere not consulted or did not share in 

the programming of IJS covert action. The US military wee “ever consulted 

by me on covert progremo. 

I argued strenunuuly eLJei”St any independent ectlon by the ChIlea 

mllltsry throughout my four yunro in Chile (see below for full detallr); 

I em told I “loet my cradlblllty” in thu Whltu House because of my ?itubbor” 

lnsietnnce In Sept.-Oct. 1970 rrn this point end thnt therefore the Prueidsnt 

used the CIR behind my back to doe1 directly with plotting Chilean generels 

to seek to prevent the inauguration of Allonds. The bizarre episode had 

zero sum effect on either Chilean or US policies hut it illustrates the 

dangers that were implicit in Ihite House-CIA programs initiated I” Chile 

by the Kennedy Administration without the knowledge of the the” Ambesnador. 

I argued directly with President Nixon for a policy of attempted 

accomodatlon with Allende. I strewed the role I had played es q private 

cltlzan in the successful erforts In 1949-1950 to arrive et a modus vlvendl 

wlth the llto govsrnmcnt ; I si~ld the US hod to avoid a self-fulfilling 

prophesy however correct my reporting and nn~lysls might be, by seeking 
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genuinely, an understanding with Allende. Starting a fortnight after 

Allende's inauguration, in mid-November 1970, the US, through me, with 

the support of the State Department, made sn unremitting, strenuous, 

innovative effort to reach s modus vivendi with Allends, the culmination 

of which was the offor to hew the US Treooury gururlty the slmost 

worthless long-term bonds of the Chile&in government. 

Allonde chose not to. Thu ultras in the leadership of the Socislist 

Psrty ustoed compromles in any way with “lmperlslism”; they also ruled 

out any cooperation with “bourgeois reformere” in thu Christian Dumocratlc 

leodorshlp. They Insisted on a” all&or-nothing policy sue” though by 

1973 the Soviet Union, China, and others had refused to sncoucage such a 

self-destructive egocentrlclty. 

At no time did I suggest or dld Washington instruct ma to work for the 

overthrow of the Allende regime. At no time did anyone give me ‘s green 

light” or any Instruction not firmly predicated on the prior action OF the 

Frel governmant. At no tlma, until I read it four years later in the New 

York Times, did I hear or sse the word “destmblllzs” in connection with US pollt 

towards the Allande government. At no time did I recommend or did I receive 

instructions from Washington to follow with the Allends government anV 

policy other than the o”a I launched (against Presidential prSferS”CS) and 

pursued to reach understanding with it. (I have “aver been permitted, I 

should add here, to see the Colby testimony to the House Committee which 

the Hessers Harrlngton and Levenso” dlssemi”ated to the Waahlngto” Post and 

the New York Times. Nor 1” four subsequent years of sustained effort to 

root out the truth about whet the Nixon Admlnistrstlo” did 1” September- 

October 1970---and later---with the Chlles” mllltary, did anyone in Stste. 

CIA, NSC, or the mllltary, verify my eusplclons, artlculeted In timely and 

unmlstokable alarms, by repeated cable before the events, until the staff 

of this Select Committee briefed ma, sketchily too, this past summer.) 

The sole policy to which I adhered throughout my four full “care In 

Chill> ~8s to protect andetrsnqthe” liberal and progrevelvs democracy in one 

of the shrlnklnq circle of nations that practiced that Form OF government. 

Much has bean made by the staff of the Select Committee, and by others, 

of th’e “two tracks” US policy followed in Chile in September-October 1970; 

some would stitch a new myth to suit their co”scie”ces or their politics or 

tiyleir lnstltutions; they would like the Committee to belleve that no real 

difference existed between the “diplomatic” TrOck I I Followed and the 
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“covert militsry” Track II the White House launched. 

Hogwash! 

Treck I followed Mr. Frsi, still the President of Chile end its 

Constitutional leader; it adopted certain minimal and cosmetic suggestione 

put forward by one purportedly in Frel’s confidence; Track I led npwhere 

because President Frei would not encourage or lead sny Chilean military 

action and becauee I would neither have the US, through the CIR,or anyone 

ElBE, even In the privete community, aeeume a rssponeibllity that had to 

be Chilean. TrOok II, on the othur bend, did not deal with Frei, did not 

seok hie co”curre”ce, did not follow his lead, did not pretend to be withln 

the Constltutlonel framework of Chile. Traok II slid into a trap to which 

I had oft alluded In my cables slnca 1969:---that the extreme Left had 

infiltrated the military plotters to encourage sedition end that It also 

acted, or would act, a8 agents-provoceteurs. In the Incident which ended 

with the murder of General Schneider, a man I respected greatly, the 

extreme Left WBB very much involved. Indeed, the Allends government was 

remarkably lenlent In its punishment of’ General Schneider’0 killers and of 

those incriminated because, among other coneideratione, the military 

lnvestigatore who trecked end named the murderer8 and their accompllcea ‘. 

discovered the links to extreme Left activiets who were Intimates of, end 

BUpPOrtere of, Allende. 

Huceuss of your propenoity for rewltIng history, I list hew in 

comprehunnive farm the actions I took to follow B policy totally different,. 

In direction than Traok II and to protect ths US from eny conip1IcIt.y in 

Chilean military adventurea: 

A. f barred, from 1969 on, any US Embseay or US military contact with 

the circle around General Uiaux. I renewed this ban in the strongest terms 

again end again In 1970 end thereafter. I checked periodIcally by direct 

questioning of the CIA end of the military attache$ and by corroborative 

Investigation, to natlefy myself that this order was being carried out; 

8. I barred the CIA, in late 1968 or early 1969, from any operational 

Contact with the Chilean military uithout my prior knowledge and epproval, 

(I ten retell no permlsslve instance), from any physical contact with e 

colonel or higher rank, from any contact with Fral or any Minister or 

deputy Minister, from eny contact with eny major political figure without my 

Prior aPPrOval (rarely given) or any contsct with ths head of, or e leading 
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filiure i:l ,I govl!iii-~i.~~t iigi:nry ;151dr frocn Lhrz ii,l;Jr3vi!:i 11 ;ILTl’i? w1 t,, LllC 

Chilean police. I ch?cked lib r?vcry conceiv,l:~li! day, r~~gul:!rly. 

c. : barred from Chilr,follouing thl! Wiaux uprising in l’JiY, the visit 

of any r,encral officer of thu 113 a!‘med fnrcs!:, unlcs? an r:xcon tionel ar~rl 

pl!rr,uasivr cast ws!ri! mar!c tn M;l~;llirqtcln ;tnrl to me; I lurr~tl the visits of 

xu-,t US mi l.itary pizr~~nvl fur nny I‘CO~~!K ol.hcr th.ln a strictly :jrofcs:;ionul 

fJ”l2. klil i tory vic:i torij h~:ci~w~ so I-arr? tht: Chilean government <!nd Ai‘mcd 

Force:; complJiwr1 to w. 

0. I reduced in 1963 on:1 1969 over stront] oppil:;i tion in the Lmu:~:.?iy, 

in the Canal +I?, in the Pnntsgon and elseuhore in WachinqLon, the number 

of military slots in the HAAG from GB to a maximum of 11,; I gav? the Fr~i 

qawrnmer t thr? choicr! of any numbnr from 14 to z~?ru and tnld them I prufcrrcrl 

zero---as 1 3110 LrJld the Allcnde yovernmnnt ds soon RC, it was inst;$llnd. 

E. I reduced thr: klilitary Httachn strength in 19G7-GY to roughly half 

by 6?liminetion of thr: Air Attache’s plane, the deputy Air and NJVJL Attaches’ 

positions dnd corrr:*;pondiny rnduct.ions. 

F. I was thrl field Icadtrr in the hunisghcre, stilrting irl lYC!l and 

contiluinq until “y departure in 1771, of il campaign tn plimlnate trw Louthorn 

Commanri in the Canal Long! wld Lo transfer to the conLinr!nt;31 Uni tr!~i xLati:li 

responsibility for e stripped-Jaw” militsry presunn:! in ttw h~miopf~erc. 

G. I rebuffed, peremptorily, a very, very influential Chilean in 

iJct.abur, 197U, (XVI n;la:n in 19’;l) n.,hrn hi: (and others) urgr’r; mo to pzy 

>ome attention Lo Lhi? military. 

Ii. I cowiir:tl?ntly ajnrn.13 thC Nixon 11 :minisLr~rtion !.h:~t thl Chi I!??” 

mi li tury Swiss not a fourth and cavort j~ulicy ~1tr:rn.ir.i~ in Chile. 

I. I infnrmnrl tlw Fxi govnrnmant, b 

in the !&!ptemWr 15-tictohcr 15 period of the nnst likely s!;::xtjin of Allvndc--- 

d rrri litary man Llli:ll i:wnlwrl in provocntivc ;IcLs throughrxr!. !;dntingo. Ill! 

ua:, ai-rs!st+!d s”un t.ha!wnf tr:r, ~11 bvfurr: thn ;It;os!,:;i!: ltior; .:I‘ Gr!rv~r~l 

Schneider. 

J. I dissuaded US private? citizens who WL!W abnul to ::p ::1‘;1..118 irlto thr: 

machinations or Chilean military opponents of Allcnde in the !idiItenhcr- 

flctubk?r 1Y70 period; I slaared them clear on pain of bf?inq I.,,ported to their 

homr! office-,. 

l’i . I ~,ou~]ht L’) 4l~:!;.lil,lr t.c.1 I.,ILII ~wll-;~l..r il i.‘liil::s~, i ~?l~en,: 8~hn wre 

,lty I I ~l’n’l!, I’rnm r:urltinllin!] I.hr:lr ,I :uci<lticln,; wi t’l ::hilc.fn ipi 1 i La-y o:!,iiin ,rrtl 
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of Allends. 

L. I informcld the Frei qo'Jsrnmsnt unequivocally in Ssptember and 

October 1970 on sevrbal occasions that the Unitud StBtss had not supported 

oi- encouraged,Bnd would not, any action by ths Chilean military tskon 

indepsndsntly of President Frsi, and without his prior knowledge and consent. 

M. I replied to B query by B Chilean Genural to our Army Attache 

in Ssptembsr 1970 BB to the US attitude towards B militsry much concerned 

over Allsnde's intentions that I was plsased to know they shared Born" of 

our own concsrns but that I we8 confident the military would Find B 

dsmocretic way to protect the constitution of Chile. (The ore1 msssags 

wBB drafted by my deputy, B FSO.) I nwwr heard again from the Chilean 

military on that subject. 

N. I was pressed in September and October by Washington to dBvslop 

possible Bcanarios for lndapendsnt Chilean military intervention in Chile. 

Without exception, my reaponsee excluded all possibilities. Indeed I warned 

gretultously and very strongly on two occasionfi, I bslleve, that if enyone 

wars considering Such schemes, it would be dissstrrous for US interests. 

0. I requested my deputy (now the US Ambeesadcr to Venezuela) in 

early October 1970, to investigats ny suspicion that the CIA "8s "up to 

something bshind my beck", I questioned him closely and repsstsdly BB to 

whether he had discovered anything corroborative; I aleo ehiffed around the 

Embassy on my own. The DCM told me there 1,189 no basis For my suspicion. 

P. The Nixon Administration end the CIA went to such poine to hlda 

from me the so-called Track.. II ---its covert dealings wlth the Chilean 

milltory---;hBt my indspendent qusstloning the post five yeers fsllsd to 

""CDVB~ 8" iota OF proof. One former high US govsrnment oFFicla1 In mid- 

1975 told me only that S had "lost my crediblllty" in tho White %uBB when 

I q ppossd US actions to Bncaurage or incite the Chilean military. 

9. The one occasion I lost my temper with another Amsrlcon in the 

presence of a iitness was in September 1970 (see below) when the CIA station 

chief bsleborsd me In the DCH's office For not Wpplt,,.,,Q pressure on FrBi ta 

mo"w to stop Allonde. I replisd that aithsr he rB"p""ce Bny such ides 

immsdietely or leave the country within 2L hours: No such pressurea WBPB 

ever applied 8s President FrBl ~8" attest end has attested. 

-0- 
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Track II had legitimacy because the CIA told the President what he 

wished to beer and what I had rejected:---that the Chilean military WRY R 

p”.;elble “ltnrnetive to the threr? other p”licis~ew” In the Embassy, Stats, 

and dhsstx~:cutlu %g%~;~:;,nui,tel.orl HIltI, In efFHct,/~d"~lted:---(1) to uork 

nut H mo,,un vlvendl, (?I tr1 f‘nll ,,,a# o cool btlt corrrlct t!pProech, 0) to 
r2n‘l <&I q.--l,PU 

hRr":,,, en,! hln,lsr,'Qt ,.,i,:> thn tiiw,, kin,1 nl' li!qitlmery prouldotl by t.hu 

Nstloni-ll Intalllgunco istimate of' 1768 which hsd 3" donigretsd the Frrl 

governlllent's efforts, which echot:d the views of only one minority segment 

of Chilean “~inlon (and, the Station Chief) and which led to the cutting-off 

of further aid to Frei's qnvernmrnt. 

The CIA 1s amoral. It was authorized by Congress to be SO. It wa5 

paid to be. Its true power, I believe, originates not with its perceptions 

of the Soviet Union, or the Cold War, or even the dehumanizing nature of 

some of its operational assignments. It could operate behind my beck, not 

merely with the President of the United States, but with Chileans, and 

private Americans. because the whole process of czplonage end intnllir]mnre, 

like knowledqe, confers immense power, and, becousa the CIA wee the one 

permanent lnetitution to tle the past to the present in the influentlol and 

pervasive "rena of clandestine political activity. Neither the Kennedy3 or 

the Johnsons anticipated that their private, unrecorded, dealings with the 

CIA---and through the CIA with galaxies of foreign and domestic configura- 

tions---would inflate the independent power of the CIA; the Agency became 

the only repository OF pregnant secrets Once the PreGirients end their 

rcnpr,ctlw .rdvla~rs, left the !~ce”e. The CIA nurvlverl thwm. In Chllr?, the 

CIA coulrl a:isort rlluln,gnnou:ily to mn that It ,wi,? 1,ot. lnvolvud 111 Clll.tllill 

X4lr,t\UflBhill!, becnuue It we!, c?,pltali7ing on uub:i of 1~slntl”ntltllptl o,,“n by 

the Kennudy Admlnlstratlor~ and unknown to mu. In pIdIn engllsh, the CIA 

Could deal uith one person and calculate unerringly that the same person could 

deal with others, as they had In li167 and 196L. In that eenee, the CIA 

could be an "invisible" governwent. 

The me" and women of the CIA in Chile did a superb prefessional job For 

the most part; they were motivated by what thuy understood to be their 

rightful responsibilities and by precedents legitimatized by successive 

presidents and Congresses. No low of the US wee ever contravened, by letter 

or spirit, to my knowledge by anyone in Chile. (The one questionable 
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..Brose 
ocossiohJ;hen I was informed by the CIA that e CBS correspondnnt had beon 

overhsard In another country recounting, ln *n extremely provocative manner, 

to a Communist leader a background briefing I had provided the American 

prees; I thsnked the CIA for its eolicltude end edvlsed It to do absolutely 

nothing about it.) 

-o- 

I have written the detalle For the first time for the public record 

because it is a sort of lest testament, because I am outraged by what this 

generation of the American public ---and Swsdes and Germans and Japanese and 

Chileans and everyo”e--- has been led to accept by contemptible panderers 

of False Fables, and because it is slso a reaffirmation of my Faith in our 

system ---in those in the Congress or the press or govsrnment who have a 

respect For objectivity and for history. I am wholeheartedly For public 

debate to define the role, if any, OF a CIA. I am prepared to ans~sr any 

questions, to stay In Washington as long 8s is necessary, to speak For the 

record and to back snythlng sold herein (1~ to the Committes by any verifying 

device. 

Gut if ths public ia once again to be cheated, if It is to have dart 

guns pulled from B dusty shelf to WBVB for lurid titillation end heedlinos--- 

and not bs told openly and adultlythat the same gun had been displayed 

years earlier to an approving Congressional committee---then I Fear the 

ultimate result will be B still lower esteem For politicians end politics. 

And that, Mr. Chsirman, is what the extreme Left of Chile cultivated through- 

out the Frsl years with the aims of sliminstlng Chllsan dsmocracy and of 

lmposlng their mOra1 BbBOhtiBm. 

This latter is my public statement to the Select Commlttee. It is not, 

cannot be, all-lncluslve. Howover, I request its prompt distribution to 

the Committee’s members. I send it In time for your snd tholr careful 

and private. unpublicized conslderstliln. I do so without any prior 
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consultation with snyone. I have lived in almost total seclusion for many 

months. I have no connections (nor contects) with any person jn government, 

in the press, In tha law, in commerce%; banking or industry; I have no 

ponslons, no obllgotlone or fouors or debts to any person or institution 

to lnfluencs my teatlmony other then my debt to this country and to hietory. 

I ask only that this statement, this latter, be included in ths public 

record whenever the Committea publishes its first rsport on sny aspect of 

tho Chilean affair. My oral, prepared statement in public cession will 

drew briefly on the foregoing and will deal impersonally with thoss matters 

the Committee etaff has indicated the Senators wish to sxplors. 

Edward M. Worry 
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254 

2923522 

62 
ACTION SS-29 

INFO OCT-81 sso-aa CCO”Ool NSCE-($0 /ililb W 
._.“._“*_Y”C_D-“Ol-sP a144118 

0 R 2922482 SFP 7! 
Ffl nME?litAESY SANTIAGO 
TO SiCSTA;f 4ASHDC IKMEDIATE 8865 
INFO AMEtiBASSY RUENOS AIRES 
AMEt”fiASSY BlASIL!f, 
AMEYQASSY Llili 
AWE”GASSY Cl?ACAS 
AMEPBASSY MEXICO 
AflEVEASS’! RIME 
AXfUYASSY 9_1NN 

A,‘lft*BASSY PARIS 
AME”3ASSY BRUSSELS 
AHErSASSY ‘.!,uD@N 
AME”BASSY MOSCOW 

PASS OPIC 

SUC)JECTr COPPER CRUNCH IPART I;1 

REFz SANT:k,GG a975 

WITHOUT IHE AUX!$3 TZ&TfmOj-THE EXECUTIVE SECRETAR:’ -=--=+: 

ITbk exhlhlt. wtth declawslfkntion stamp and dl?letlons, was glren to the Select Co& 
mlttre bg Amboaaador Barry. 
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PAGE 02 SA~TIA 85070 PI OF 7% 2923522 

ON THE ANAC?NDA AND KENNECOTT COPPEsR COrPANiES. DESPITE 
THIS AND OTTER GLOOtiy FCRECASTS, iE OPTED FOR A POLICY OF 
SEEKING TO otiOVE rlRO\‘G OUR OrlN ANALYS!S AND TO AVOID 
SELF-FULFILLING PROPHESIES. 

~DTuUS, STAr7TING LAST NOVEM;lERo WE WORKED TO ESTAP!.ISH 
PHARxATIC RELATIONSxIPS WiTi THE ALLENOE GOVERNVENT TpAT 
COULD PERNIT PRACTICAL AARANG5MfNTS BETWEfN PRIVATE US 
COMPANIES AU2 A SOCIALIST STATES OUR r!RS: SUccESScS WERE 
OUIrE MUOEST~ W&’ INTEQVENED DISCREETLY TC DEFUSE A 1OiSY 
CONFHONTATI?‘! BETWEEN NIECO A:ID ?rE GOC SO THAT TwE i’dDI~~Jk 
CONJANY RECEIVED COMPENSATION FOR ITS INTER’ICNED PL,%NT A?iD 
ITS AMERICA‘! nA’!AOEQ STAYED OUT OF J,4ILo NEXT CAtI: TkF: 
RALSTON-PURINA ESPI?ODC> ALSA A CASE 07 !I:PFlUOLIS C-O!: INTER’.‘FI\- 
TIOz! ALMOST A YEAR LATER, PY AHICASIE ACCCHO IS NEQP, i*l/:Ks :U 
LARGE MEAS’JitE TO OUR GOOD OFFICES. ;N JANVA?Y, pFCAUc- .J r 
OP!C INSURP.YCE WAS INVOLVED, WE CCULO PERSUADE ?ETH:ELIE~ 
STEEL ANO CcFiRO COPPER TO AVOID RE:LEX!VE ?CrOCI?SE TO THE 
US TAXPAYER IVIn INSUQANCE PAYF~ENT) OR TO 31G Si’!CK 
DIPLOMACY A%0 TO PERSISTr WITH OUR UFLP# TO CONVEQ- 
lEN?ENTIOUSLY-WORDED ULTIMATA FRO’! ilJE G@C iNT0 TON’io:fTS. 
I GUIDED THESE NEGOTIATIONS OVER rAIJ! MON;uS TO SUCCESSFtiL 
ACC”RDS, ‘IH: FORMER FINALLY 3ElNG SIGNED A”~D TdiE L$TTER 
STILL IN ABEYArJCE DESPITE ALLEPDE’S PERSONAL ADpRJ’s’ALo 

40 ~EPENDE!uG UPON THE OESIYE OF A CCNPANY TO HETA!N A 
FOOTHOLD ;N CHILE . - 

OR-TO SALVAGE ADEOUAT: COtiPENSATION UPON GEiNG FOfiCEOzUT 

l- 
WE: U?REtl: TT i NG’-‘4 

PL’RSUED PRACTICAL SETTLEMENTS. DESPITE -$ME UNPLAf:hIEO 
EPISODES :Hni BET?AYEn MUTUAL OFF:CI,$L DISTRUST IN ‘:H; 
RESpECiIVE CAPITALS AND THAT V@UR:S#:D HUNGRY T:‘?EuQ;‘:iQS, 

OUR GOc3 DFFICES: TPE GOOD SEV5E OF iUE CC’;PZN!iS OR r,CALS 
0: THE GOVT COINCIDED TO AVOID IRREc~uCILA~~~E O!S~ili:s IN 
LABOR, PRODUCTION- FINANCIAL &ND CCMFENSATiOh ~?ATTERS. 

50 ~EHINo THIS BROAD-GAuGEO, FATIGUIGING A:<3 PERS:S:‘EV:’ 
EFFORT, WELL DOCUMENTED !N THE C13LES, WERE THE !MPERLTIYES 

’ OF QESPONSIqLE BEHAVIOR IM?OSEC UPON SIG DE!lOCRAT;C 
POWERS. THERE WAS ALSO A LURKING LONr,.SHOT POSSIB!!.;TY-- 

I_ 

_ > 
.  

.  .  

NOfiO BE REPRODUCED WITHOUT TfiE ALlThOlilZATION OF THE EXECUTIVE SECRETARY 
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A R,,YTtiM OF CONCORD MIGHT CONDUCT THE MARXISTS T” 
4CILIATCRY VIE,) oF THE nOST VOLATILS AN2 itEIGHTY OF 

YT!AL PaoaLEn c&- 

H-J 

IN PARTICULARI iHi SUCCESS ACHIEVED !N TH’l RETHLEHEM 
.TnTiATED NnTI@t&LlZnr!ON ANO THE LESSONS DZRIVED FRO<? ?)iE 
TEN;:ALLY CONSTRUCTIVE USE ‘JF OP!C INSURANCE 1N SUCH _ 
RSA,N,&G STRENGTHENED A FCEL!r<G ?h/.T PERHA?S THE LONG SHC” n 

)IJLD PAY DPF* liHtN WE HAD APPEARED TO HAVE WON AN@THER 
vTFRIM GET--THE 56rZ@Z>ClOa ODLLAR CERRO COPPER ACCORD IN 
:D.MAY--THF AGE OF nDurRIUS SEEf?EO TO BE OAWN!NG> BUT 
HEN A:LcNDE ‘NAS TOLD HE COULD IiOT S:GN THE CGREChE.N’: HE 

:AD PERSONALLY APPRovCD, iitic\1 HOW OUN SOCIALIST PARTY MADE 
ml- VETO STICK AND WHEN THEIR CO~C’U’IIST ALLiES iii,‘Ji.(j G? 
COk NOT ALTER THE LOGIC oF THIS M(lRE REVOLUT!DNnRY v:iiiA 
NOT EVEN ALLENDE’S REPEATED ?RDM!SES THAT ALL CCULC END 
HELL COULD UNCROSS OUR STARS IN CHILE. 

7. YONETHELESS~ IN nID-AUGUST/- 

#N EXCEPT;DNnL 
CFF(rRi TJ DEFLECT THE CYNAMiCS OF HISrmY *‘AS LAUNCHED 
nER5. I SOUGHT6 FIRST IN NEW YCRK, U:TH SUCCESS, TO 
ENLIST THE SUPPORT OF THE COPPCR COPPANiES FOR A. n>RF 
POSITIVE ATTITUDE; To DANGLE CARROTS OF SUPPORT Foil 
INTERNATIONAL ASSISTANCE TD THE CHILEAN COPPER EXPANSIDN 

PROGRAIl INSTEAD OF MERELY H YHEH!NG ON THE 
RETRiGLJTIVi POSSIGILITICS~~ 

RETUKNING TO SANTIAGO, oN MY DWH AlJ‘iHOR!T’ir I S’JUGX TO 
!NClTE Tb!E INTEREST CF THE ALLENDE GCVT IN At: U’!Ofi:h’Dox 4 

. BhRriA!N THAT YOULD HAVE PERMITTED SATISFACTION DF THE 
’ MINIMAL REQUISITES OF OUR Th’O GOVTS AND OF THREE COMPANIES-. 

NOT TO BE REPRODUCED WITHOUT ;-ON OF THE EXEC,,TIVE SECRETARY 
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THE BIG TWO OF COPPER AN0 THE THEN ‘INTERVENTION-MENANcED 
’ KORQY 

tiOT.70 BE’ REPRODUCED WITHOUT ilIE AUTHORIiATION. OF THE EXECUTIVE SECRETARY 
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e2 
ACTION 65-25 

INr’O OCT-81 SSO”00 cco-00 NSCE-il0 /026 W 
_ww_m .m”.-r,.-_-“.““-l 814679 

0 R 2922402 SEP 7( 
F,M A~IEML)ASSY SANTIAGO 

I TO SECSTATE WASIJDC iHHEU!ATE 8866 
INFO ANEMBASSY eUENOS AIRES 
ArlEMBArSY 8.?AS1LY!A - .J 
AMEMUASSY LIMA 
A,lE”BASSY CARACAS 
AIIEraASSY ?FX!CO 

&“. 
/’ a 

x AIIEYiASSY R&E 
AME’IBASSY BONN 
A,,E”BASSY pnR!s 
AUEMBASSY aRUS;ELS 
AYE"BASSY LCNCON 
AHEMaASSY MOSCOW 

c-4 .” r : c 5 ‘! 7 ! t--k SECTION 2 OF 2 SA~‘TIAGO 582m 

‘, 
‘ELFPHONE COMPANY OF .lTT IWITH ITS IUS HILLiON DOLLARS 
OF rCT!VE c)PIC EXPRCP~~IATION INSUKANCElo iF THE GOC 

‘WOULD : NDICATE ITS illLLING!<iSS TO CONS!DER hY 
cORUULAT!ON, I UNOERTDO~~ To SEEK WASHINGT3%!S AND THE 
COMDANIES’ SUPPORT- 

8, THE GOC rl0Ul.D~ UNDER THIS FORMULA OR SOPIE VARIATIONI 
C;AVE NEGOTIATED CO~~=E~ISATIO~< TO SE PAID OVER I2 (ITT) 
TO 25 :COPPERl YEII?S TO EACH CO!lPANY. PAYHENTS SHOULD 

e 6E IAOE Ibl 7CEICS W:TH A REASONADLE RATE OF :t<TEREsT. 
I, 

:liE COMPANIESI IN TURN., WlJuLD KCQUEST 0P:C TO UTILIZE 
‘!X LEGAL FLEXIRILIiy TO GUAdhNTEE SOME OR ALL THE 
COMPENSATIOU SONOS EITHER >I*LEC.TL’! CH dY ;HANSFER 
FAD? EQUITY TO CE3T CDVERASEs bl!Tr SiJCH USG 
GUARANTY) THE COMPA~IIES CouLu CIBCOIINT AND TRANSFORM 
!NTo CASH A SUFFIC!ENT AHOUTT CF THE ALfiOST ~.~O?THLESS 
LONG-TERM CHILEAN DBLIGATIOKS! THIS ATTRAcTiON I~OULD IN TURN 

! BE bN INCENTIVE TO THE CGMPAblIES TO REDUCE THE AMOUNT OF 
. 

NOT TO BE REPRODUCED WITHOUT Tk(&mmmcON 0~ THE EXECUTIVE SECRETARY 
. . . 
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COMDENSAT!D’II ‘HUSi Cr,MpEL!s4T!@‘l Yi :1 ‘J 2 I; ? ,: $ v p s T ,, u -; : A L L Y 

LDWEHED &ND U’I’LA~ERI\Lt.Y 11;~3stl) “Y G?i \‘F:T ACCrp’inRLE 
r” THE ‘OMP/ili!Lq “Eca,,sE DF TuE MUCH FP.STErl ah3 YORE 
CERTAIN PAYDU’iu THE uSG, FoQ 17s f’;Q:, “‘DULD AVDiL> IMMEDIATE 
OP!T :KSURAvCE LILB~LITY T(1 THE CcnpOinT!s~S,~~ULD ESCAPE 
coNGRESS!ONaL BATTLES OVEQ THIS C~NT!UGENLY (_ 

-7) 
\$3ULD SURST!TUTE LONG~TERII O’)LlGATfD’!S FOR SHORT- 

TEPY I.,ABILITIES AS? IGOULD H&I/E ACHIEVEI’) A WORKlkG RELATIONSHIP 
WiTM CHILE ;I:TH~UT 2LEDGING FQESH RESOURCESD 

9, IN THC huSEUcC 0; ALLC’JCE rND FOvI<lK PL:lEYDA, THEN ON- 
A T,TUR OF NlXHER~l COlIN;CIE~r ! F!Ki:T SOUN3E3 FELIPE HERRERA., 
T’HE EX*PREF[?FN7 CF THE iDB n~O!1 CHILE HA5 blob: FO?NALLY 
~R’lpOSin 4s SIJCCESSOR TO u THANTO HIS Rt/~CTIO’~J :!AS 
IJNRFSERVEDLY FAVOQARLE. HE SS TOLD THE AC’!IflG PQESIDEYT~ 
HINI~;TER!OR TOHA, AN9 ARRANGE3 FlIlR ME TO BiiEF h?f’CYDA 
ON THE LATTCR:S RETURN. ANOTHER CONTACT ills CARLUS PI!.TUSI THE 
SOCiALlST PRESIDENT DF THE ?IGGCST ENTERPRiSE I:1 CHILE, CAP, 
THE STEEL AVO lRg)i\l STATE COMp>IJY, WHD HAG 3;EN THE CH;EF 
NEGITIATOR 1’4 THE CERRO A\~D BETHLEHEM DEALS> HE, TOO; b:AS 
VERY POSlT!vE OVEQ WHAT HE DESCRIBES AS AN EASY 
ESCAPE FRDM CONFRONTAT!ON. LI<E HiQRERnr HE FLLT THAT THE 
PROPOSAL ‘+!OUL~ LEAD TO AN EASING 3F 1HE CRCD:T sOUEEZE ON 
CHILE) WOULD RE !NTERPRETED BY THE EST OF THE !iCRLD AS A 
S1Gu OF TOLERABLE RELATIONS AT LEAST BETl~iiE~~ OUR 7190 COUNTRIES 
ANC WOULD CONTRIBUTE TO A PQO:OUN;S CHANGE IN THC YATuQE OF 
AELaTlOSS BETWEEN LATAM AND THE US. HE I IN iUHL!, CO~ITACTED 
H;S RELATZVEA THE INFLUENTIAL YDUvG ECOI\~@EIIS:I JD?GE ARRATE~ 
HHO HAD JUST BEEN. APPOINTED BY ALLENDE TO <iE H!C CHIEF 

1 COPPER TECHNIC!AN. AQRATE> 0’. PLLENDE’S INS‘-RIJCTIO:IS. MET 
h’i?r MATUS pND ME SEpT !h A’JD WITHIN iN HflJt? BRIEFED ALLENDE~ 
THE PRESIDE?lT ASKED ME TO BE QEADY FOi? A “YAY-T?-YAV” 
-ALK THAT TOOK PLACE SEpT 27 ICEpTELi, I CROiCHEI) :HE SUaJECT 
;Dt WITH THE CHIEF rJEGO:IAT!3? !t< THE ITT CASE, SUBSECRETARY 
OF ECoYoMY GARRETON HIS IwTE’ES: !,JAS SUrFlc!ENTLY PIQUED 
TO BRIEF M!s MINISTER \‘USKOVIC A\‘2 TDHAe 

,~NEXT i QESPDNDED IN DETAIL FOR iW0 HOURS TO A uG,ATION 

i._ I 

'/ 
WHO WERE PROYPTEI) ‘5 CALL O\: “C SEpT --’ 

,.-c- 
--. 

c TO-. Y’?U!QE ABOUT THE STATE C!F ~I:GcTIAT!OUS~ 1 TOLD 
THE” THERE WEQE 14” ~EGOTlATIJrlS, Or4LY A cuuR;‘Eu~S 

*... . 
NOi TO BE REPRODUCED WITHOUT Tl’t1~n~;a~017;MF THE EXECUTIVE SECRETARY 
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AUDIENCE L:sTENlNG TO A PROPOSAL THAT UAS PcRSONAL 

I 

J- &EY UVDERSTOOD, TOO, 1 ASSUME, ‘-e.= 
THAT flY fiOT-i+-%i%&ISHI,~G A CCnPLETE AND CANDID BRIEFING 
WAS TO FASHION &*.STROhlG US DEFCtlsE IN THE EVENT OF TYE GOC 
OPTING FOR +-CRUNCH+ AND To ??OVOKE THEM IvTO SU?PORTINGr 

,. OUR EFFORTS- 

!I* THE SAME DAY, I USED A CH&NCE ENCOUNTER WITH THE 
COMMUNIST PARTY’S GENIUS> SF.UhTOi( TEITELBOIMd TD TOUCH UPON 
THESE RATTE?S AND To INOUlRE ~JHY HE HAD ADOPTED AS HIS THE ADVICE 
HE HAD CAUTIONED ME LAST NOV 4 TO AOJIJRE, THAT OF ~E!NG A 
“CATASTROPHIST” !HIS WORDI IN PURSUIT OF WORSENING RELATIONS. 
AGAIN THE BdIEF BRUSH ALLONFD A SUBSTANTIVE EXCliAuGE WHICH 
YAS SO04 FOL~otifc YY THF: LO!<G-OF:L.AYED COURTESY CALL OF THE 
SOVJCT AMBASSAOOH RhSSOv. TYE LATTER *AS PARTICULARLY 
INTERESTED IN TpE PQOSPECTS JF OUR QELATIO~S iITH CHILE AND 
tlY PREDICTION OF UNQELIEYCO PESGINISM PROVOKED HIS PROLONGED 
IAL*OST TWO HOURS; INTERROGATION QEGAQDING Tni CPTIONS. 

hY MAIN MESSAGE TO HIM WAS THAT IF THE SOVIETS HAD DEcIDEO 
CR !JOULD DECIDE TO KEEP THE CH!LEAH ECONOMY AFLOAT IN 1972, 
:7 QOULD COST APPROXIMATELY 2S0 TO 359 .VILLION COCCAQS IN 
HARO CURRENCY OR TME EQU!JALEVT IN CONSUilEri SUPPLY ITEMS. 

ESTIMATE ELC!TEO SPECIFIC ilUESTIO”IING IVIA THE INTCmT 
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DETAILED RECORD kJiHflUT SHAME @EFORE ANY r(lND Ci nU:)I;:drlE, 
EVEN THOSE EDITORIALISTS AT HOMC klHo HAVE NEVER RF~O 1iF 
ALLENDE PRoGRAil, WHO KN@W riOTwING Of THE CONNIT:*E;I~‘S Or 
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c : ,  .*. - 

Nor-70 BE REPRODUCED WITHOUT .WZu&U~B~MOF THE EXECUTIVE SECRETARY 
\ 
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EXHIBIT 7 

PRESIDEST KENNEDY TO CHIEFS OF MISSION, MAY 29, 19G11 

DEAR MR. AMBMSADOR : Please accept my best wishes for the SUCCESS- 
ful accomplishment of your mission. As the personal representative 
of the President of the United States in . . . . you are part of a mem- 
orable tradition which began with Benjamin Franklin and Thomas 
Jefferson, and which has included many of our most distinguished 
citizens. 

We are living in a critical moment in history. Powerful destruc- 
tive forces are challenging the universal values which, for centuries, 
have inspired men of good xi11 in all parts of the world. 

If we are to make progress torrard a prosperous community 
of nations in a world of peace, the United States must exercise the 
most affirmative and responsible leadership. Be -ond our shores, 
this leadership, in large measure, must be provide d by our ambassa- 
dors and their staffs. 

I have asked you to represent our Government in . . . . because I 
am confident that you have the ability, dedication, and experience. 
The 
be he f 

urpose of this letter is to define guidelines which I hope may 
pful to you. 

The practice of modern diplomacy requires a close und~:tardlrr_- 
not only of govermnents but also of people, their cultures and institu- 
tions. Therefore, I hope that you will plan your work so that you 
ma 1 have the time to travel extensively outside the nation’s capital. 
On y in this way can you develop the close, personal associations i 
t,hat go beyond official diplomatic circles and maintain a sympathetic 
and accurate understanding of all segments of the country. 

Moreover, the improved understanding which is so essential to a 
more peaceful and rational world is a txvo-way street. It is our task 
not only t,o understand what motivates others, but to give them a 
better understanding of n-hat motivates us. 

Many persons in . . . . rrho have never visited the United States, 
receive their principal impressions of our nation through their con- 
tact with Americans who come to their country either as private citi- 
zens or as government employees. 

Therefore, the manner m which you and your staff personally con- 
duct yourselves is of the utmost importance. This applies to the 
way in which you carry out your official duties and to the attitudes 
YOU and they brin to day-to-day c0ntact.s and associations. 

It is an essentia part of your task to create a climate of dignified, Y 
dedicated understanding, cooperation, and service in and around the 
Embassy. 

In regard to your personal authority and responsibilit 
count on you to oversee and coordinate all the activities of t 

, I shall 
K e United 

States Government in . . . . 

’ PeregrePbe 16 and 17 were omltted from the letters sent to Ambassadors In coontrIes 
1~ nh*Ch there were no united states mtlttary forces under ILL area mtlttary commander. 

155 
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You are in charge of the entire Unit&d States Diplomatic Mission, 
and I shall expect you to supervise all of its operations. The Mission 
includes not only the personnel of the Department of State and the 
Foreign Service, but also the representatives of all other United 
States agencies which have programs or activities in . . . . I shall 
give you full support and backing in carrymg out your assignment. 

Needless to say, the representatives of other awncies are expected 
to communicate directly with their offices here in?Vashington, and in 
the event of a decision by you in which they do not concur, they 
may ask to have the decision reviewed by a higher authority in 
Washington. 

However, it is their responsibilit 
their views and activities and to a 6 

to keep you fully informed of 
Ide by your decisions unless in 

some particular instance you and they are notified to the, contrary. 
If m your jud,gment individual members of the Mission are not 

functionmg effectively, you should take whatever action you feel 
may be required, reporting the circumstances, of course, to the De- 
partment of State. 

In case the departure from . . . . of any individual member of 
the Mission is indicated in your judgment, I shall expect you to 
make the decision and see that it is carried into effect. Such in- 
stances I am confident will be rare. 

Now one word about your relations to the milita . 
the United States Di lomatic Mission includes 3 

AS you know, 

Military Assistance A Tt 
ervice Attach&, 

visory Groups and other Military compon- 
ents attached to the Mission. It does not, however, include United 
States military forces operating in the field There such forces are 
under the command of a United States area military commander. 
The line of authorit 
of Defense, to the 59 

to these forces runs from me, to the Secretary 
oint Chiefs of Staff in Washington and to the 

area commander in the field. 
+Ithough this means that the chief of the American Diplomatic 

Mission 1s not in the line of military command, nevertheless, as 
Chief of iMission, ou should lvork closely with the ap ropriate area 
military commanc er to assure the full exchange 0 9 P information. 
If it is your opinion that activities by the United States military 
forces may adversely affect our over-all reIations with the people 
or government of =. . . . , you should promptly discuss the matter 
with the military commander and, if necessary, request a decision 
by higher authority. 

I have informed all heads of de 
B 

nrtments 
Government of the responsibilities o 

and agencies of the 
the chiefs of American Diplo- 

matic Missions for our combined operations abroad, and I have 
asked them to instruct their representatives in the field accordingly. 

AS YOU know, your own lines of communication as Chief of Mis- 
sion run through the Department of State, 

Let me close with an espression of confidence in you personally 
and the earnest hope that your efforts may help strengthen our 
relations with both the Government and the people of . . . . . 
I am sure that you mill make a major contribution to the cause 
of world peace and understanding. 

Good luck and my warmest regards, 
Sincerely, 

(Signed) JOEIN F. KENNEDY 

Xote: Thlx letter is reprinted from the Senate Committee on Government 
Operations -Sukommittr on Satioiml Security Stuffing and Operations report, 
“The Aulbasslidor and the L’roblew. of Coordination,” September 3, 1963. 
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EXHIBIT 8 

October 25, 1961 

Honorable John F. Kennedy 
The White House 
Washington, D. C. 

My dear Mr. President: 

In compliance with your request, I enclose an original 
and two copies of a memorandum which you will wish to use 
in your conference with the new Director of the Central 
Intelligence Agency. This contains five points which I believe 
to be of the most importance as the new Director assumes his 
responsibilities. The memorandum is in such form that you 
can give a copy of it to the new Director, lf you wish. 

I know you will call upon me if I can be of any further 
assistance. 

Clark M. Clifford 
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MEMORANDUM ON CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY 

- 

For a new man assumlng the responnlblllty of the directorship 

of the Central Intelligence Agency, the following five items would appear 

to be the most lmportant subjects to wbkh his attentlon should be 

dlrected as he takes over the duties of Director. 

1. Redeflnlne the Role of the Director 

of the Central Intelllnence Afencv 

The Director of the Central Intelllpence Agency should 

be deslgnated by thy Presldont as the chief Intelligence officer 

of the United States Government, having as hk primary re- 

sponslbllity the coordlnaUng of the total foreign lntelllgence 

effort. Although the new Director of Central Intelligence 

Agency should continue to have over-all rcsponslblllty for the 

Central Intelligence Agency, the Director should assign to 

the Deputy Director U-IO day by day operational dlrectlon of the 

Agency. Thie 1s necessary because there ls a crying need for 

coordlnatlon a&l over-all dlrectlon of the varlous agenclee 

operatlnp ln the lntelllgence fleld. 

U would be advisable to, have the new Dlrector of Central 

Intelligence housed lo the Executive Offlce Bulldlng ln order to 
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be closer to the President and to cmphaslze bls role as 

cblef Intelligence officer 02 the United Statea. 

In order that the Presldent have the best lntelUgenc0 

lnformakloa possible, the Director of Central Intelllgehce should 

be responstble for aasurlng the Umely flow of lntelllgcnce to the 

Wblte House. He should oversee the preparation of the national 

lntelltgenco e&mates and should provlde the lntelllgence brlef- 

lnge requtrod by the President and other Wblte House offldak 

2. Internal Oreanlzntlon of the 

Central Intellipence Aeencv 

The new DIrector of Central Intelligence should undertake 

at once organlzatlonal studies wNch would result in a strengthen- 

lng of the Central Intelligence Agency, He should con&k tho 

question of the proper alignments wlthln the organtzatlon and the 

proper staffing. Particular nttonUoa should be given to the budgei 

and the nut&x of personnel employed mlthln the Agency. It le 

possible that benefit would result from relocating clandestine w 

actlvittes and ddvert operaUo?s to points outside of Washington 

ln an effort to achieve deeper Qover for such acUvlUes. More 

emphasis must be given to acqulrlng “hard” lntelllgence essential 

to the natlonal security. In tNa connecuon, attenUon must be 

dl.reCted toward the expansion of those advanced sclenttflc and 
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’ techrdcal projects whtch are pravlng to be so valuable in tho 

procuring af “hard” lnteltlgence. 

s. Restoti Public Confidence 

ln the Central Intcllkence haency 

The new Director and the Presldent will wish to work 

closely together to effect the restoration of public confidence wblch 

la 80 badly needed. As top coordination and direction 1s elven to 

the over-all lntelLtgence effort, the product wffl improve and the 

operation will become more efficient. Thl~ can serve as a basL 

for lmprovlng the reputation of the Agency and the morale within It. 

4. Reducine Vlslbllltv of Intelllzence Offlclals 

The advent of a new Director of the Central Intellleence 

Agency ls an opportune time to take steps in the dlrectlon of re- 

duclne the ~vlslblllty of all foreign lntelllgence actfvltles. In this 

regard, lntelllgence offlclals wit1 desire to refrain from maktng 

public speeches; alsd; the Presldent and the new Director will 

wish to work togother In an edeavor to reduce the number of 

appearances of the Director of Central Jntelllgence, sod other 

intelligence personnel, before congreeslonal committees. 



143 

6. Co~resslon4 Invcstlcatlon 01 

Intell~.ence Actlvlt!ca 

From Ume to time, efiorte are made ln Conzresa to 

institute investtgatlons of &cltlgence actlvlUes or establish 

a Joint congresstonal committee on forelen intelligence. Such 

efforts must be stoutly 2nd lntclll~cntly rcslstcd for they could 

~crlouslp hamper the efficient and effective opzrsatlon of our 

Lntelli~encc actlvltles. 
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APPENDIX A 

94th Congress 
1st Session > 

COXMITTEE PRINT 

COVERT ACTION IN CHILE 
1963-1973 

STAFFREPORT 
OF THE 

SELECT COMMITTEE 
TO STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS 

WITH RESPECT l-0 

ISTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES 

UKITED STATES SENATE 

DECEJIBER 18, 1975 

I’rinted for the Cse of the Select Committee To Study Governmental 
Operations With Respect to Intelligence Actirities 

U.S. GOVERNXENT PRINTING OFFICE 

63-32 WASHINGTON : 1975 

NOTE: Since the December 4,1975 hearing the Select Committee 
has, in the course of its continuing investigation received new 
information which supplements the following sections of the Staff 
Report on Covert Action in Chile: Section III.A.4, the Role of 
Multinational Corporations; Section IV.B.l.e, Intelligence Esti- 
mates and Covert Action; and Section IV-C, Congressional Over- 
sight. All pertinent information on the above will be reflected in 
the Select Committee’s Final Report to the Senate. 
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PREFACE 
The statements of facts contained in this report are true to the best of 

the Committee staff’s ability to determine them. The report and any 
judgment expressed in it are tentative. Several areas are merely 
touched on ; investigation in these areas is continuing. The purpose of 
the report is to lay out the basic facts of covert action in Chile to 
enable the Committee to hold public hearings. 

This report is based on an extensive review of documents of the Cen- 
tral Intelligence Agency, the Departments of State and Defense, and 
the National Security Council ; and on testimony by officials and former 
officials. With few exceptions, names of Chileans and of Chilean 
institutions have been omitted in order to avoid revealing intelli- 
gence sources and methods and to limit needless harm to individual 
Chileans who cooperated with the Central Intelligence Agency. The 
report does, however, convey an accurate picture of the scope, purposes 
and magnitude of United States covert action in Chile. 
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COVERT ACTION IN CHILE: 19634973 

I. Overview and Background’ 

A. OVERVIEW: COVERT ACTION IN CHILE 

Covert United States involvement in Chile in the decade between 
1963 and 1973 was extensive and continuous. The Central Intelligence 
Agency spent three million dollars in an effort to influence the out- 
come of the 1964 Chilean presidential elections. Eight million dollars 
was spent, covertly, in the three years between 1970 and the military 
coup in September 1973, with over three million dollars expended m 
fiscal year 1972 alone.’ 

It is not easy to draw a neat box around what was “covert action.” 
The range of clandestine activities undertaken by the CIA includes 
covert action, clandestine intelligence collection, liaison with local 
police and intelligence services, and counterintelligence. The distinc- 
tions among the types of activities are mirrored in organizational 
arrangements, both at Headquarters and in the field. Yet it is not 
always so easy to distinguish the effects of various activities. If the 
CIA provides financial support to a political garty, this is called 
“covert action”; if the Agency develops a paid asset?’ m that party 
for the purpose of information gathering, the project’is “clandestine 
intelligence collection.” 

The goal of covert action is political impact. At the same time secret 
relationships developed for the clandestine collection of intelli ence 
may also have 

P 
olitical effects, even though no attempt is ma % e by 

American officia s to manipulate the relationship for short-run politl- 
cal gain. For exam 
can military 

le, in Chile between 1970 and 1973, CIA and Ameri- 
R attac e contacts with the Chilean military for the pur- 

pose of gathering intelligence enabled the United States to sustain 
communmation with the group most likely to take power from Presi- 
dent Salvador Allende. 

What did covert CIA money buy in Chile? It financed activities 
covering a broad spectrum, from simple propaganda manipulation 
of the press to large-scale support for Chilean political parties, from 
public opinion polls to direct attempts to foment a military coup. The 
scope of “normal” activities of the CIA Station in Santiago included 
placement of Station-dictated material in the Chilean media through 
propaganda assets, direct support of publications, and efforts to oppose 
communist and left-wing influence in student, peasant and labor 
or anizations. 

f n addition to these “routine” activities, the CIA Station in Santiago 
was several times called upon to undertake large, specific projects. 

1 Moreover, the bare figure8 are more Ilkely to understate than to exaggerate the extent 
of U.S. covert action. In the years before the 1973 coop, especially, CIA dollars could be 
chanoeled through the Chilean black market where the unotaclal exchange rate into 
Chiiean cacudos often reached 5ve times the ofaclal rate, 

(1) 
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When senior officials in Washington perceived special dangers, or 
opportunities, in Chile, special CIA projects were developed, often as 
part of a larger package of U.S. actions. For instance, the CIA spent 
over three million dollars in an election program in 1964. 

Half a decade later, in 1970, the CIA engaged in another special 
effo+,this time at the express r uest of President Nixon and under 
the mlunction not to inform the “b epartments of State or Defense or 
the Ambassador of the project. Nor was the 40 Committee 2 ever in- 
formed. The CIA attempted, directly, to foment a militaq coup in 
Chile. It passed threa weapons to a group of Chilean ofhcers who 
plotted a coup. Beginning with the kidnapin 
mander-in-chief Rex-6 Schneider. However, t a 

of Chilean Army Com- 
ose guns were returned. 

The group which staged the abortive kidnap of Schneider, which re- 
sulted in his death, apparently was not the same as the group which 
received CIA weapons.3 

When the coup attempt failed and Allende was ina rated Presi- 
dent, the CIA was authorized by the 40 Committee to ?r nd groups in 
op 
do E 

osition to Allende in Chile. The effort was massive.. Eight million 
ax-s was spent in the three years between the 1970 efectlon and the 

military coup in September 1973. Money was furnished to media 
organizations, to opposition political par&s and, in limited amounts, 
to privat8 sector organizations. 

Numerous allegations have, been made about U.S. covert activities 
in Chile during 1970-73. Several of these are false; others are half- 
true. & most instances, the response to the allegation must be qualified : 

Was the United States dire&& involved. covertly, in the 1973 coup in Chile? 
The Committee has found no evidence that it ~88. However, the United States 
sought in 1970 to foment a military coup in Chile ; after 1970 it adopted a policy 
both overt and covert, of opposition to Allende; and it remaina in intelligence 
contact with the Chilean military, including officers who were participating in 
coup plotting. 

Did the U.S. provide covert support to striking truck-owners or other strikers 
during 1971~73? The 40 Committee did not approve any such support. However, 
the U.S. passed money to private sector groups which supported the strikers. And 
in at least one case, a small amount of CIA money was passed to the strikers by 
a private sector organization, contrary to CIA ground rules. 

Did the U.S. provide covert support to right-wing terrorist organizations dur- 
ing 1970-73? The CIA gave support in 1970 to one group whose tactics became 
more violent over time. Through 1971 that group received small sums of Amer- 
ican money through third parties for specific purposes. And it is possible that 
money WM passed to these groups on the extreme right from CIA-supported op 
position political parties. 

The pattern of United States covert action in Chile is.striking but 
not- umque. It arose in the context not only of American fore@ 
pobcy, but also of covert U.S. involvement in other cotitries withrn 
and outside Latin America. The scale of CL% involvement in Chile 
was unusual but by no means unprecedented. 

*The 40 Committee Is a sub-Cabinet level body of the Exxecotive Branch whose mandate 
1s to review proposed major covert acilons. The Commlttee hae exhted In similar form 
sines the 1950% under a variety of names: 6412 Panel. Special Group (until 1964). 303 
Committee (to 1969). and 40 CommIttee (since 1969). Corrently chaired by the Preddent’s 
Assistant for National Security AUalrs the Committee lnclndee the Undersecretar of 
State for Political Affalm, the De nty 
Chfefs of Staff, and the Dlrector of 8 

klecretnry of Defense, the Chairman of the Jp olnt 
entral Intelligence. 

* This matter Is discussed ertenslvely In the Committee’s Interim re 
kWa88i?UZfiOn Plots Iwolo(ng For&m Jhadsrs, 94 Con&, 1 sew. 
225-254. 

( i? 
rt entitled, Alleged 

ovember 1976). pp. 
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B. Issuxs 

The Chilean case raises most of the issues connected with covert 
action as an instrument of American forei 

Y 
policy. *It consisted of 

long, ,frequently heavy involvement in Chi ean polltics ; it involved 
the gamut of covert action methods, save only covert military opera- 
tions; and it revealed a variety of different authorization procedures, 
with different amplications for oversight and control. As one case 
of U.S. covert action, the judgments of past actions are framed not 
for their own sake; rather they are intended to serve as bases for 
formulating recommendations for the future. 

The basic uestions are easily stated: 
(1) Why jid the United States mount such an extensive covert 

action 
expan if 

rogram in Chile? Why was that program continued and then 
ed m the early 1970’s ? 

(2) How was this major covert action program authorized and 
directed? What roles were pla 
the CIA, the ‘Ambassadors, an II 

ed by the President, the 40 Committee, 
the Congress 8 

(3) Did U.S. policy-makers take into account the judgments of 
the intelligence analysts on Chile when they formulated and approved 
U.S. covert operations? Does the Chilean experience illustrate an 
inherent confhct between the role of the Director of Central Intelli- 
gence as a producer of intelligence and his role as manager of covert 
operations? 

(4) Did the perceived threat in Chile justify the level of U.S. 
response ? What was the effect of such large concentrated programs 
of covert political action in Chile? What were the effects, both abroad 
and at home, of the relationships which developed between the intelli- 
gence agencres and American based multinational corporations? 

C. HISTORICAL BACEQROUD~W~;~~~ UNITED STATES-CEILEAN 

1. Chilean Politic8 and Society: An OsemGew 

Chile has historically attracted far more interest in Latin America 
and, more recently, throughout the world, than its remote geographic 
position and scant eleven-million population would at first suggest. 

Chile’s history has .been one of remarkable continuity in civilian, 
democratic rule. From inde 
#et& of September 1973, C r 

ndence in 1818 until the military coup 
ile underwent only three brief interrup- 

tions of its democratic tradition. From 1932 until the overthrow of 
Allende in 1973, constitutional rule in Chile was unbroken. 

Chile defies simplistic North American stereoty es of Latin Amer- 
ica. With more than two-thirds of its population iving in cities, and Y 
a 1970 per capita GNP of $760, Chile is one of the most urbanized and 
industrialized countries in Latin America. Nearly all of the Chilean 
po 
alt R 

ulation is literate. Chile has an advanced social welfare program, 
ough its activities did .not reach the majority of the poor until 

popular participation began to be exerted in the early 1960’s. Chileans 
are a largely integrated mixture of indigenous American with Euro- 
pean immigrant stock. Until September 1973, Chileans brokered their 
demands in a bicameral parliament through a multi-party system and 
through a broad array of economic, trade union, and, more recently, 
managerial and professional associations. 
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2. U.S. Policy Toward Chile 

The history of United States policy toward Chile followed the paf- 
terns of United States diplomatm and economic interests in the hemi- 
sphere. In the same year that the United States recognized Chilean 
independence, 1823, it also proclaimed the Monroe Doctrine. This uni- 
lateral policy pronouncement of the United States was directed as a 
warning toward rival European powers not to interfere in the mter- 
nal political affairs of this hemisphere. 

The U.S. reaction to Fidel Castro’s rise to power suggested that 
while the Monroe Doctrine had been abandoned, the principles which 
prompted it were still alive. Castro’s presence spurred a new United 
States hemispheric policy with special significance for Chile--the Allr- 
ante for Progress. There was little disagreement among policymakers 
either at the end of the Eisenhower Administration or at the beginning 
of the Kennedy Administration that something had to be done about 
the alarming threat that Castro was seen to represent to the stability 
of the hemisphere. 

The U.S. reaction to the new hemispheric danger-communist revo- 
lution-evolved into a dual policy response. Widespread malnutrition, 
illiteracy, hopeless housing conditions and hunger for the vast major- 
itv of Latin Americans who were poor ; these were seen as communism’s 
allies. Consequently, the U.S. undertook loans to national develop- 
ment programs and supported civilian reformist regimes, all w&h an 
eye to preventing the appearance of another Fidel Castro in our 
hemisphere. 

But there was another component in U.S. policy toward Latin Amer- 
ica. Counterinsurgency techniques were developed to combat urban 
or rural guerrilla insurgencies often encouraged or supported by Cas- 
tro’s regime. Development could not cure overnight the social ills 
which were seen as the breeding ground of communrsm. New loans for 
Latin American countries’ internal national development programs 
would take time to bear fruit. In the meantime, the communist threat 
would continue. The vicious circle plaguing the logic of the Alliance 
for Progress soon became apparent. In order to eliminate the short- 
term danger of communist subversion, it was often seen as necessary to 
support Latin American armed forces, yet frequently it was those 
same armed forces who were helping to freeze the status quo which the 
Alliance sought to alter. 

Of all the countries in the hemisphere, Chile was chosen to become 
the showcase for the new Alliance for Progress, Chile had the exten- 
sive bureaucratic infrastructure to plan and administer a national 
development pro,oTam; moreover, its history of popular support for 
Social&, Communist and other leftist parties was perceived in Wash- 
ington as flirtation with communism. In the years between 1962 and 
1969, Chile received well over a billion dollars in direct, overt United 
States aid, loans and grants both included. Chile received more aid per 
capita than any country in the hemisphere. Between 1964 and 1970, 
$200 to $300 million in short-term lines of credit was continuously 
available to Chile from private American banks. 

3. Chilean Political Parties : 1958-197?? 

The 1970 elections marked the fourth time Salvador Allende had 
been the presidential candidate of the Chilean left. His personality and 
his program were familiar to Chilean voters. His platform was simi- 
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lar in all three elections : efforts to redistribute income and reshape the 
Chilean economy, beginning with the nationalization of major indus- 
tries, especially the copper companies; greatly expanded agrarian re- 
form ; and expanded relations with socialist and communist countries. 

Allende was one of four candidates in the 1958 elections. His princl- 
pal opponents were Jorge Alessandri, a conservative, and Eduardo 
Frei. the candidate of the newly formed Christian Democratic Party, 
which contended against the traditionally centrist Radical Party. Al- 
lende’s coalition was an uneasy alliance, composed principally of the 
Socialist and Communist Parties, labeled the Popular Action Front 
(FRAP) . Allende himself, a self-avowed Marxist, was considered a 
moderate within his Socialist Party, which ranged from the extreme 
left to moderate social democrats. The Socialists, however, were more 
militant than the 
and disciplined- 8 

ro-Soviet, bureaucratic-though highly organized 
ommunist Party. 

Allende finished second to Alessandri in the 1958 election by less 
than three percent of the vote. Neither candidate received a majority, 
and the Chilean Congress voted Alessandrr mto office. If Allende had 
received the votes whrch went to a leftist priest-who received 3.3 per- 
cent of the votes-he would have won the election. 

The Alessandri government lost po 
satisfaction with it was registered in t K 

ularity during its tenure. Dis- 
e 1961 congressional and 1963 

municipal elections. The FRAP parties made significant gains, and 
the Christian Democratic Party steadily increased its share of the 
electorate until, in the 1963 elections it beeame the largest single party. 

The 1964 election shaped up as a t&e-way race. Frei was once agam 
the Christian Democratic candidate, and the parties of the left once 
again selected Allende as their standard-bearer. The governing coali- 
tion, the Democratic Front, chose Radical Julio Duran as their can- 
didate. Due in part to an adverse election result in a March 1964 
by-election in a reviously conservative province, the Democratic Front 
collapsed. The 8 onservatives and Liberals, reacting to the prospect of 
an Allende victory, threw their su 
standard-bearer of only the Radica f 

port to Frei, leaving Duran as the 
Party. 

After Frei’s decisive majority victory, in which he received 57 
percent of the vote, he began to implement what he called a “revolution 
in liberty.” That included agrarian, tax, and housing reform. To deal 
with the American copper companies, Frei proposed “Chileanization,” 
by which the state would purchase majority ownership in order to exer- 
cise control and stimulate output. 

Frei’s reforms, while impressive, fell far short of what he had prom- 
ised. Lacking a majority in Congress, lie was caught between the 
FRAP parties, which demanded extreme measures, and the rightists, 
who withheld support from Frei in order to force a compromise on 
the agrarian reform issue. Like its predecessor, the Frei government 
lost popularity during its tenure; the Christian Democrats’ portion of 
the vote in congressional elections fell from 43 percent in 1965 to 31 
percent in 1969. Durin 
Party became more evi f 

the Frei years the internal strains of the 
ent, culminating in the 1963 defection of the 

Party’s left-wing elements. 
Frei’s relations with the United States were cordial, although he 

dlplomatm relatrons with the ovlet 
pursued an independent foreip ~ol~,~s,~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

power and in 1969 reestablished trade relations with Cuba. 
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II. The Range of Covert Action in Chile 

A. Covzwr ACTION AND OTHER CLANDESTINE Acrrvrrrxs 

This study is primarily concerned with what is labeled “covert ac- 
tion” by the United States government. Covert action projects are 
considered a distinct category and are authorized and managed ac- 
cordingly. But it is important to bear in mind what the category ex- 
cludes as well as what it includes. The Committee’s purpose is to 
evaluate the intent and effect of clandestine American activities in 
Chile. Some secret activities by the United States not labeled “covert 
action” may have important olitical impacts and should be considered. 

The CIA conducts severa kinds of clandestine activity in foreign P 
countries : clandestine collection of positive foreign mtelligence; 
counterintelligence (or liaison with local services) ; and covert 
action. Those different activities are handled somewhat different1 

e 
in 

Washington; they are usually the responsibility of different IA 
officers in the field. Yet all three kinds of projects may have effects on 
foreign 
relations K 

olitics. All three rely on the establishment of clandestine 
ips with foreign nationals. 

In the clandestine collection of intelligence, the pu 
lationship is the 

3 
athering of information. A CIA o 2 

ose of the re- 
cer establishes 

a relationship wit a foreign “asset”- 
government institution in order to fin B 

aid or unpaid-in a party or 
out what is going on inside 

that party or institution. There is ty icall 
CIA officer to influence the actions o P 7 

no attempt made by the 
the ‘ asset.” Yet even that kind 

of covert relationship may have political significance. Witness the 
maintenance of CIA’s and military attaches’ contacts with the Chilean 
military after the inauguration of Salvador Allende: although the 
purpose was information-gathering, the United States maintained 
links to the group most likely to overthrow the new resident. To do 
so was to walk a tightrope; the distinction between co1 ecting informa- P 
tion and exercising influence was inherently hard to maintain. Since 
the Chilean military perceived its actions to be contingent to some 
degree on the attitude of. the U.S. government, those possibilities 
for exercising influence scarcely would have had to be consciously 
manipulated. . 

Liaison relation&i s 
a similar issue. The 8 

with local police or intelligence services pose 
IA established such relationships in Chile with 

the primary purpose of securin 
on external tax-gets. But the 1’ lIi 

assistance in gathering intelligence 
also rovided the Station with in- 

formation on mternal subversives an B 
Chile. That raised the difliculty of ensurin$ x” 

sition elements within 
at American officials did 

not stray into influencing the actions of Chileans with whom they were 
in contact. And it meant that the CIA wasidentified, to some degree, 
with the internal activities of Chilean police and intelligence services, 

(6) 
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whether or not the U.S. government sup orted those actions. That 
became a matter for great concern in 19 F 3 with the advent of the 
Pinochet regime. 

The purpose of this case study is to describe and assess the range 
of covert U.S. activities which influenced the course of political events 
in Chile. Most of the discussion which follows is limited to activities 
labeled and run as “covert action” projects. That category is itself 
broad. But it excludes other clandestine activities with possible 
political effects. 

13. COVERT ACTION IN CHILE: TECHNIQUES 

Even if the set of activities labeled “covert action” does not include 
all clandestine American efforts with possible 
set is nonetheless broad. U.S. covert action in 

litical effects, that 
t? hile encompassed a 

range of techniques and affected a wide variety of Chilean institu- 
tions. It included projects which were regarded as the framework 
necessary for covert operations, as well as major efforts called forth by 
s 
K 

ecial circumstances. The following paragraphs will give a flavor of 
t at range. 

1. Propaganda 

The most extensive covert action activity in Chile was 
f if 

ropa anda. 
It was relatively cheap. In Chile, it contmued at a low eve1 uring 
“normal” times, then was cranked up to meet particular threats or to 
counte,r particular dangers. 

The most common form of a propaganda rjroject is simply the devel- 
opment of %ss&s” in media organizations who can place articles or 
be asked to write them. The Agency provided to its field Stations sev- 
eral kinds of guidance about what sorts of propaganda were desired. 
For example, one CIA project in Chile supported from one to five 
media assets during the seven years it operated (1965-1971). Most of 
those assets worked for a major Santiago daily which was the key tb 
CIA pro 
able to rB 

aganda efforts. Those assets wrote articles or editorials favor- 
.S. interests in the world (for example? criticizing the Soviet 

@ion in the wake of the Czechoslovakian invanon) ; suppressed news 
Items harmful to the United States (for instance about Vietnam) ; and 
authored articles critical of Chilean leftists. 

The covert pi 
aganda-matena f aganda efforts in Chile also included “black” prop- 

falsely 
individual or group. In t K 

urporting to be the product of a particular 
e 1970 election, for mstance, the CIA used 

“black” propaganda to sow discord between the Communists and the 
Socialists and between the national labor confederation and the Chilean 
Communist Party. 

Table Z-Techniques of Covert A&m-Expenditures in Chile, 1963-76 1 
Technlqnes AntOU?lt 

Propaganda for election8 and other support for political parties----- $8, MM), (@o 
Producing and disseminating propaganda and supporting ma= 

media ------------------_-____________________--------------- 4,300,1300 
Influencing Chilean institutions (labor, students, peasanta, women) 

and supporting private sector organizations-- _______r__ -- _______ 
Promoting military coup d’etat _____ - ____________ --_-_- __________ <EI $$ 

~B’liqura# rounded to nearest $100,000. 
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In some cases, the form of propaganda was still more direct. The 
Station financed Chilean groups who erected wall posters, passed out 
political leaflets (at times prepared by the Station) ,and engu ed in 
other street activities. Most often these activities formed part of 7 arger 
projects intended to influence the outcomes of Chilean elections (see 
below), but in at least one instance the activities took place in the 
absence of an election campaign. 

Cf thirty-odd covert action projects undertaken by Chile by the CIA 
between 1961 and 1974, approximately a half dozen had pro 
as their principal activity. Propaganda was an important su TJ 

aganda 
sldia 

element of many others, particularly election projects. (See Table I. 
Press placements were attractive because each 

7 

duce a multiplier effect, being picked up and P 
lacement might pro- 

rep ayed by media outlets 
other than the one in which it originally came out. 

1. Suppart For Media 

In addition to bu . 
chased it zr% wholesa e 

propaganda piecemeal, the Station often pur- 
y subsidizing Chilean media organizations 

friend1 to the United States. Doing so was ropaganda writ large. 
Instea c9 of placing individual items, the C i!k supported--or even 
founded-friendly media outlets which nnght not have existed in the 
absence of Agency support. 

From 1953 through 1970 in Chile,,the Station subsidized wire serv- 
ices, magazines written for intellectual circles, and a right-wing weekly 
newspaper. According to the testimony of former officrals, suppbrt for 
the newspaper was terminated because it became so inflexibly rightist 
as to alienate responsible conservatives. 

By far, the largest-and probably the most significant-instance 
of support for a media organization was the money provided to El 
ilferowiq the major Santiago daily, under pressure durmg the Allende 
regime. That support grew out of an exrstm 
In 1971 the Station judged that El J.fe~cu&o, t % 

propaganda project. 
e most im ortant o 

K a 
- 

position publication, could not survive pressure from t e Allen e 
government, including intervention in the newsprint market and 
the withdrawal of government advertising. The 40 Committee author- 
ized $700,000 for Ei! Afercuti on September 9,1971, and added another 
$965,000 to that a.uthorization on April l&1972. ACIA project renewal 
memorandum concluded that El Me~curio and other media outlets 
supported by the Agency had played an important role in settin the 
stage for the September 11, 1973, military coup which overt fi rew 
Allende. 

3. Gain&y In~nce in Ch&an Institutirms and Groups 

Through its covert activities in Chile, the U.S. government sought 
to influence the actions of a wide variety of institutions and 
Chilean society. The s ecific intent of those activities ran t “h 

roups in 

from attempting to lnff 
e gamut 

uence directly the making of government policy 
to trying to counter communist or leftist intluence among organized 
groups in the society. That most of these projects included a propa- 
ganda component is obvious. 
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From 1964 through 1968, the CIA 
Chilean Socialist Party and at the 
government. _ . _ 

developed contacts within the 
Cabinet level of the Chilean 

Projects aimed at organized groups in Chilean society had more 
diffuse purposes than efforts aimed at government institutions. But 
the aim was similar: influencing the direction of political events in 
Chile. 

Projects were directed, for example, toward : 
Wresting control of Chilean university student organizations 

from the communists; 
Supporting a women’s group active in Chilean political and 

intellectual life; 
Combating the communist-dominated Central Unka de Traba- 

jadores Chilerws (CUTCh) and supporting democratic labor 
groups ; and 

Exploiting a civic action front group to combat communist in- 
fluence within cultural and intellectual circles. 

4. Major Efforts To Zn@ence Chilean Elections 

Covert American activit was a factor in almost every major elec- 
tion in Chile in the decade h tween 1963 and 1973. In several instances 
the United States intervention wasmassive. 

The 1964 residential election was the most prominent example 
of a large-sea e election project. The Central Intelhgence Agency spent P 
more than $2.6 million in support of the election of the Christiap 
Democratic candidate, in part to prevent the accession to the press- 
dency of Marxist Salvador Allende. More than half of the Chnstian 
Democratic candidate’s campaign was financed by the United States, 
although he was not informed of this assistance. In addition, the Sta- 
tion furnished support to an array of pro-Christian Democratic 
student, women’s, professional and peasant groups. Two other political 
parties were funded as well in an attempt to spread the vote. 

In Washin n, an inter-agency election committee was established, 
composed of 9 tate Department, White House and CIA officials. That 
committee was paralleled by a group in the embass 
special task force was established within the CIA, i 

111 Santrago. No 
ut the Station in 

Santiago was reinforced. The Station assisted the Christian Democrats 
in running an American-style campaign, which included polling, voter 
registration and get-out-the-vote drives, in addition to covert 
propaganda. 

The United States was also involved in the 1970 presidential cam- 
paign. That effort, however, was smaller and did not include support 
for any s 
election t, R 

ecific candidate. It was directed more at preventing Allende’s 
an at insuring another candidate’s victory. 

Nor have U.S. involvements been limited to presidential cam 
In the 1965 Chilean congressional elections, for instance, the 8 

aigns. 
tation 

was authorized by the 303 Committee to spend up to $175,000. Covert 
support was provided to a number of candidates selected by the Am- 
bassador and Station. A CIA election memorandum suggested that the 
project did have some impact, including the elimination of a number 
of FRAP (leftist coalition) candidates who might otherwise have won 
congressional seats. 
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5, Support For Chilean Political Parties 

Most covert American support to Chilean political parties was fur- 
nished as part of specific efforts to influence election OutCOIlXS.~ HOW- 
ever, in several instances the CIA provided subsidies to parties for 
more genera] purposes, when elections Kere not imminent. Most such 
support was furnished during the Allende years, 1970-1973, when 
the U.S. government judged that without its support parties of the 
center and right might not survive either as opposition elements or as 
contestants in elections several years away. 

In a sequence of decisions in 1971 through 19’73, the 40 Committee 
authorized nearly $4 million for opposition political parties in Chile. 
Most of this money went to the Christian Democratic Party (PDC), 
but a substantial portion was earmarked for the National Party (PN) , 
a conservative grouping more stridently opposed to the Allende gov- 
ernment than was the PDC. An effort was also made to split the ruling 
Popular Unity coalition by inducing elements to break away. 

The funding of political parties on a large scale in 1970-73 was 
not, hoq-ever, without antecedents, albeit more modest in scale. In 
1962 the Special Group (predecessor to the 40 Committee) authorized 
several hundred thousand dollars for an effort to build up the PDC 
in anticipation of the 1964 elections. Small authorizations were made, 
in 1963 and 1967, for support to moderate elements within the Radical 
Party. 

6. Support For Prigate Sector Organization.9 

As part of its program of support for opposition elements during 
the Allende government, the CIA provided money to several trade 
organizations of the Chilean private sector. In September 1972, for 
instance, the 40 Committee authorized ,$24,000 in emergency support 
for an anti-Allende businessmen’s orgamzation. At that time, sup- 
porting other private sector organizations was considered but re- 
jected because of the fear that those organizations might be involved 
in anti-government strikes. 

The 40 Committee authorized $100,000 for private sector organiza- 
tions in October 1972, as part of the March 1973 election project. 
According to the CIA, that money was spent only on election activities, 
such as voter registration drives and get-out-the-vote drives. In August 
1973, the Committee authorized support for private sector groups, 
but with disbursement contingent on the agreement of the Ambassador 
and State Department. That agreement was not forthcoming. 

7. Direct Efforts To Prom&e A Military Coup 

United States covert efforts to affect the course of Chilean politics 
reached a peak in 1970: the CIA was directed to undertake an effort 
to promote a military coup in Chile to prevent the accession to power of 
Salvador Allende. That attempt, the so-called “Track II,” is the sub- 

\ 
‘ect of a separate Committee report and will be discussed in section 
II below. A brief summary here will demonstrate the extreme in 

American covert intervention in Chilean politics. 
On September 15, 1970-after Allende finished first in the election 

but before the Chilean Congress had chosen between him and the 
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runner-up, Alessandri,l-President Nixon met with Richard Helms, 
the Director of Central Intelligence, Assistant to the President for 
National Security Affairs Henry Kissinger and Attorney General 
John Mitchell. Helms was directed to prevent Allende from taking 
power. This effort was to be conducted without the knowledge of 
the Departments of State and Defense or the Ambassador. Track 
II was never discussed at a 40 Committee meeting. 

It quickly became apparent to both White House and CIA officials 
that a military coup was the only way to prevent Allende’s acces- 
sion to power. To achieve that end, the CIA established contact with 
several roups of military plotters and eventually passed three wea- 

5 pons an tear gas to one group. The weapons were subsequently re- 
turned, apparently unused. The CIA knew that the plans of all groups 
of plotters began with the abduction of the constitutional& Chief of 
Staff of the Chilean Army, General Rem5 Schneider. The Committee 
has received conflicting testimony about the extent of CIA/White 
House communication and of White House officials’ awareness of 
specific cou plans, but there is no doubt that the U.S. government 
sought a ml ltary coup in Chile. *P 

On October 22, one grou of plotters attempted to kidna Schneider. 
Schneider resisted, was s K ot, and subsequently died. T l! e CIA had 
been in touch with that group of plotters but a week earlier had with- 
drawn its support for the group’s specific plans. 

The coup 
After his 

lotting collapsed and Allende was inaugurated President. 
e e&ion, the CIA and U.S. military attaches maintained f 

contacts with the Chilean military for the purpose of collecting intel- 
ligence. Whether those contacts strayed into encouraging the Chilean 
military to move a 
having been goade r 

inst Allende ; or whether the Chilean military- 
toward a coup during Track II-took encourage- 

ment to act against the President from those contacts even though 
U.S. officials did not intend to provide it: these are major questions 
which are inherent in U.S. covert activities in the period of the Allende 
government. 

C. COVXRT ACTION AND MULTINATIONAL CORF~RATIONS 

In addition to providing information and cover to the CIA, multi- 
national corporations also participated in covert attempts to influence 
Chilean politics. The following is a brief description of the CIA’s rela- 
tionship *with one such corporation in Chile in the period 1963-19@- 
International Telephone and Telegraph, Inc. (ITT). Not only is ITT 
the most prominent and public example, but a great deal of informa- 
tion has been developed on the CIA/ITT relationship. This summary 
is based on new information provided to this Committee and on mate- 
rial previously made public by the Subcommittee on Multinational 
Corporations of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee. 

1. 1964 Chilian Electbm 

During the 1964 presidential campaign, representatives of multina- 
tional corporations approached the CIA with a proposal to provide 

‘Alknde received X.3 Percent 0f the vote, Akssandrl 34.9 percent. Radomfro Tomlc, 
the PDC candidate. flnlshed third w!th 27.8 percent 
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campaign funds to the Christian Democratic Party. The CIA decision 
not to accept such funds, as well as other CIA contacts with multina- 
tional corporations during that campaign, are fully described in Part 
III. 

2. 1970 Chileafn Elections: Pha8e I 

In 1970, the U.S. government and several multinational corpora- 
tions were linked in opposition to the candidacy and later the presi- 
dency of Salvador Allende. This CIA-multinational corporation con- 
nection can be divided into two phases. Phase I comprised actions tak- 
en by either the CIA or U.S.-based multinational companies at a time 
when it was official U.S. 
didate or party in Chile. % 

olicy not to support, even covertly, any can- 
urmg this phase the Agency was, however, 

authorized to engage in a covert “spoiling” operation designed to de- 
feat Salvador Allende. Phase II encompassed the relationship between 
intelligence agencies and multinational corporations after the Septem- 
ber 1970 general election. During Phase II, the U.S. government 
opposed Allende and supported opposition elements. The government 
sought the cooperation of multinational corporations in this effort. 

A number of multinational car 
P 

orations were apprehensive about 
the possibility that Allende wou d be elected President of Chile. 
Allende’s public announcements indicated his intention, if elected, to 
nationalize basic industries and to bring under Chilean ownership 
service industries such as the national telephone company, which was 
at that time a subsidiary of ITT. 

in 
In 1964 Allende had been defeated., and it was widely known both 
Chile and among American multmational corporations with sig- 

nificant interests in Chile that his opponents had been supported by 
the United States government. John McCone, a former CIA Director 
and a member of ITT’s Board of Directors m 1970, knew of the sig- 
nificant American government involvement in 1964 and of the offer 
of assistance made at that time by American corn a&s. Agency docu- 
ments indicate that McCone informed Harold 8e neen, ITT’s Board 
Chairman, of these facts. 

In 1970 leaders of American multinational corporations with sub- 
stantial interests in Chile, together with other American citizens con- 
cerned about what might happen to Chile in the event of an Allende 
victory, contacted U.S. government officials in order to make their 
views known. 

In July 1970, a CIA representative in Santiago met with represen- 
tatives of ITT and, in a discussion of the upcoming election, indicated 
that Alessandri could use financial assistance. The Station suggested 
the name of an individual who could be used as a secure channel for 
getting these funds to the Alessandri campaign. 

Shortly thereafter John McCone telephoned CIA Director Richard, 
Helms. As a result of this call, a meeting was arranged between the 
Chairman of the Board of ,ITT and.the,Chief of the Western Hemi- 
sphere Division of the CIA. Geneen offered 6 make available to the 
CIA a substantial amount of money to be used in support of the 
Alessandri campaign: In subsequent meetings ITT offered to make $1 
million available to the CIA. The CIA rejected the offer. The memo- 
randum indicated further that CIA’s ad&e was sought with respect 
to an individual who might serve as a conduit of ITT funds to the 
Alessandri campaign. 
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The CIA confirmed that the individual in question was a reliable 
channel which could be used for getting funds to Alessandri. A second 
channel of funds from ITT to a political party opposing Allende, the 
National Party, was developed following CIA advice as to a secure 
funding mechanism utilizing two CIA assets in Chile. These assets 
were also receiving Agency funds in connection with the “spoiling” 
operation. 

During the period prior to the September election, ITT represen- 
tatives met frequently with CIA representatives both in Chile and 
in the United States and CIA advised ITT as to ways in which it 
might safely channel funds both to the alessandri campaign and to 
the National Party. CIA was kept informed of the extent and the 
mechanism of the funding. Eventually at least $350,000 was passed 
by ITT to this campaign. A roughly equal amount was passed by 
other U.S. companies; the CIA learned of this funding but did not 
assist in it. 

3. Following the 1970 Chilean Elections: Phase ZZ 

Following the Se tember 4 elections, the United States overnment 
adopted a policy o B economic pressure directed a ainst &hile and in 
this connection sought to enlist the influence o 

4 
‘Geneen on other 

American businessmen. Specifically, the State De artment 
rected by the 40 Committee to cont.act American it 

was di- 
usinesses having 

interests in Chile to see if they could be induced to take actions m 
accord with the American government’s policy of economic pressure 
on Chile. On Se 
Division of the 6 

tember 29, the Chief of the Western Hemisphere 
IA met with a representative of ITT. The CIA 

official sought to have ITT involved in a more active way in Chile. 
Accordingto CIA documents, ITT took note of the CIA presentation 
on economic warfare but did not actively respond to it. 

One institution in Chile which was used in a general anti-Allende 
effort was the newspaper chain El Mercurio. Both the United States 

8. * 
overnment and ITT were funneling money into the hands of in- 
ivrduals associated with the paper. That funding continued after 

Allende was in office. 
A 

3 
reat deal of testimony has been taken on the above matters, 

initla ly before the Subcommittee on Multinational Corporations. The 
degree of cooperation between the CIA and ITT in the period prior 
to the September 19’70 election raises an important question: while 
the U.S. government was not supporting particular candidates or 
parties, even covertly, was the CIA authorized to act on its own in 
advising or assisting ITT in its covert financial support of the 
Alessandri campaign? 



III. Major Covert 

This section outlines 

Action Programs and Their Effects 

the major programs of covert action under- 
taken by the United States in Chile, period by period. In every in- 
stance, covert action was an instrument of United States foreign 
policy, decided upon at the highest levels of the government. Each 
subsection to follow sets forth that policy context. Without it, it is 
im oasible to understand the covert actions which were undertaken. 
Af! a* er a 
tion 

lscussion of policy, each subsection elaborates the covert ac- 
tactics employed in each case. Finally, the effect of each major 

pro am is assessed. 
Tr e set ion t’ b egins with the first major United States covert action 

in Chile-the 1964 presidential elections. 

161 

A. THE 1964 PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION 

The United States was involved on a massive scale in the 1964 

% 
residential election in Chile. The Special Group authorized over 
ree million dollars during the 1962-64 period to prevent the elec- 

tion of a Socialist or Communist candidate. A total of nearly four 
million dollars was spent on some fifteen covert action rejects, rang- 
ing from organizing slum dwellers to passing fun s to political B 
parties. 

The goal, broadly, was to prevent or minimize the influence of 
Chilean Communists or Marxists in the government that would 
emerge from the 1964 election. Consequently, the U.S. sought themost 
effective wa 
of Chilean B 

of opposing FRAP (Popular Action Front), an alllance 
ocialists, Communists, and several miniscule non-Marxist 

art& of the left which backed the candidacy of Salvador Allende. 
!l pecifically, the policy called for sup 01% of the Christian Democratic 
Party, the Democratic Front (a coa ition of rightist parties), and a Fe 
variety of anti-communist propaganda and organizing activities. 

The groundwork for the election was laid early in 1961 by estab- 
lishing operational relationships with key political parties and by 
creating propaganda and organizational mechanisms capable of in- 
fluencing key sectors of the population. Projects that had been wn- 
ducted since the 1950’s among peasants, slum dwellers, organized 
labor, students, and the media provided a basis for much of the pre- 
election covert action. 

The main problem facing the United States two years before the 
election was the selection of a party and/or candidate to support 
against the leftist alliance. The CIA presented two papers to the 
Special Group on ‘April 2,1962. One of these papers proposed support 
for the Christian Democratic Party, while the other recommended sup- 

ort of the Radical Part 
6 emocrats. The Special d 

, a group to the right of the Christian 
roup approved both proposals. Although 

(14) 
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this strategy appears to have begun as an effort to hedge bets and 
support two candidates for President, it evolved into a strategy de- 
signed to support the Christian Democratic candidate. 

On August 27,1962, the Special Group approved the use of a third- 
country funding channel and authorized $180,000 in fiscal year 1963 
for the Chilean Christian Democrats. The Kennedy Administration 
had preferred a center-right government in Chile, consisting of the 
Radicals on the right and the Christian Democrats in the center. 
However, political events in Chile in 1962196sprinci ally the 
creation of a right-wing alliance that included the Radica P Party- 

recluded 
!4 

such a coalition. Consequently, throughout 1963, the United 
tates funded both the Christian Democrats and t.he right-wing 

coalition, the Democratic Front. 
After a by-election defeat in May 1964 destroyed the Democratic 

Front, the U.S. threw its sup ort fully behind the Christian Demo- 
cratic candidate. However, C Ix funds continued to subsidize the Rad- 
ical Party candidate in order to enhance the Christian Democrats’ 
image as a moderate progressive party being attacked from the right 
as well as the left. 

2. Covert Action Techn&.pe 

Covert action during the 1964 campaign was composed of two major 
elements. One was direct financial sup 
campaign. The CIA underwrote slig B 

ort of the Christian Democratic 
tly more than half of the total 

cost of that cam 
B 

a+. After debate? the S 
% 

ecial Group decided not 
to inform the hristian Democratic can idate, Eduardo Frei, of 
American covert support of his campaign. A number of intermediaries 
were therefore mobilized to pass the money to the Christian Demo- 
crats. In addition to the subsidies for the Christian Democratic Party, 
the Special Group allocated funds to the Radical Party and to private 
citizens’ groups. 

In addition to support for political parties, the CIA mounted a 
massive anti-communist propaganda campaign. Extensive use was 
made of the press, radio, films, pamphlets, posters, leaflets, direct mail- 
ings, paper streamers, and wall painting. It was a ‘%care campaign,” 
which relied heavily on images of Soviet tanks and Cuban firmg 
squads and was directed especially to women. Hundreds of thousands 
of copies of the anti-communist pastoral letter of Pope Pius XI were 
distributed by Christian Democratic organizations. They carried the 
designation, “printed privately by citizens without political a5liation, 
in order more broad1 

B 
to disseminate its content.” “Disinformation” 

and “black propagan a”-material which purported to originate from 
another source, such as the Chilean Communist Partv-were used as 
well. 

I 

The propaganda campaign was enormous. During the first week of 
intensive propaganda activitv (the third week of June 1964), a CIA- 
funded pcopaganda group produced twenty radio spots per day in 
Santiago and on 44 provincial stations : twelve-minute news broadcasts 
five time daily on three Santiago stations and 24 provincial outlets; 
thousands of cartoons, and much paid press advertising. By the end 
of June, the group produced 24 daily newscasts in Santiago and the 
provinces, 26 weekly “commentary!’ programs, and distributed 3,006 
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posters daily. The CIA regards the anti-communist scare campaign 
as the most effective activity undertaken by the U.S. on behalf of 
the Christian Democratic candidate. 

The propaganda campaign was conducted internationally as well, 
and artrcles from abroad were “replayed” in Chile. Chilean newspapers 
reported: an endorsement of Frei by the sister of a Latin American 
leader, a public letter from a former president in exile in the U.S., a 
“message from the women of Venezuela,” and dire warnings about an 
Allende victory from various figures in military governments in Latin 
America. 

The CIA ran political action operations independent of the Christian 
Democrats’ campaign in a number of important voter blocks, includ- 
ing slum dwellers, peasants, organized labor, and dissident Socialists. 
Support was given to “anti-communist” members of the Radical Party 
in their efforts to achieve positions of influence in the party hierarchy, 
and to prevent the party from throwing its support behind Allende. 

3. U.5. Government Organization for the 1964 Chilean Election 

To ma.nape the election effort. an electoral committee was established 
in Washington, consisting of the Assistant Secretary of State for In- 
ter-American Sffairs. Tlromas Mann ; the Western Hemisphere Divi- 
sion Chief of the CIA, Desmond Fitzgerald; Ralph Dunpan and 
McGeorge Bundy from the White House ; and the Chief of the Western 
Hemisphere Division Branch Four, the branch that has jurisdiction 
over Chile. This group n-as in close touch with the State Department 
Office of Bolivian and Chilean Affairs. In Santiago there was a par- 
allel Election Committee that coordinated U.S. efforts. It included 
the Deputy Chief of Mission, the CIA Chief of Station, and the heads 
of the Political and Economic Sections, as well as the Ambassador. 
The Election Committee in Washington coordinated lines to higher 
nuthoritv and to the field and other agencies. No special task force was 
established, and the CIA Station in Santiago was temporarily in- 
creased by only three officers. 

4. Role of Multinational Corporations 

,4 gronp of American businessmen in Chile offered to provide one 
and a half million dollars to be administered and disbursed covertly 
by the U.S. Government to prevent Allrnde from winning the 1964 
presidential election. This otl’er went to the 303 Committee (the name 
of the Special Group after June 1961) which decided not to accept the 
offer. It decided that offers from Amrrican business could not be 
accepted. that they were neit,hcr a srcure way nor an honorable way 
of doing business. This decision was a declaration of policy which 
set the precedent for refusin, v to accept such collaboration between 
CIA and private business. However. CL1 money, represented as pri- 
vate money. was passed to the Christian Democrats through a private 
businessman. 

5. Ro7e of the Ghilenn Military 

On .July 19. 1061, the Chilean Defense Council. which is the cquiva- 
lent of the U.S. Joint Chiefs of Staff, went to President iilessandri 
to propose a coup d’etnt if Allende won. This offer was transmitted to 
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the CIA Chief of Station, who told the Chilean Defense Council 
through an intermediary that the United States was absolutely op- 
posed to a coup. On July 20, the Deputy Chief of Mission at the U.S. 
Embassy was approached by a Chilean Air Force general who threat- 
ened a coup if Allende won. The DCN reproached him for proposing 
a coup d’etat and there was no further mention of it. Earlier, the CL4 
learned that the Radical candidate for election, several other Chileans, 
and an ex-politician from another Latin American country had met 
on June 2 to organize a rightist group called the Le 
They said this group would stage a coup d’etat if Al P 

ion of Liberty. 
ende won, or if 

Frei won and sought a coalition government with the Communist 
Party. Two of the Chileans at the meeting reported that some military 
officers wanted to stage a coup d’etat before the election if the United 
States Government would promise to support it. Those approaches 
were rebuffed by the CIA. 

6. Effects of Covert Action 

A CIA stud 
4 

concludes that U.S. intervention enabled Eduardo 
Frei to win a c ear majority in the 1964 election, instead of merely a 
plurality. What U.S. Government documents do not make clear is why 
rt was necessary to assure a majority, instead of acce ting the victory 
a plurality would have assured. CIA assistance enab ed the Christian f 
Democratic Party to establish an extensive organization at the neigh- 
borhood and village level. That may have lent grassroots support for 
reformist efforts that the Frei government undertook over the next 
several years. 

Some of the propaganda and 
in 1964 were used repeatedly 

ollin mechanisms developed for use 
R P t erea ter, in local and congressional 

campaigns, during the 1970 presidential campaign, and throughout 
the 1970-1973 Allende presidency. Allegations of CIA involvement in 
the campaign, and press allegations of CIA funding of the Interna- 
tional Development Foundation contributed to the U.S. reluctance 
in 1970 to undertake another massive pre-election effort. 

B. COVERT ACTION : 19641969 

During the years between the election of Christian Democratic 
President Eduardo Frei in 1964 and the presidential election cam- 
paign of 197?, the CIA conducted a variety of covert activities in Chile. 
Operating within different sectors of society, these activities were all 
intended to strengthen groups which supported President Frei and 
opposed Marxist influences. 

The CIA spent a total of almost $2 million on covert action in Chile 
during this period, of which one-fourth was covered by 40 Committee 
authorizations for specific major political action efforts. The CIA 
conducted twenty covert action projects in Chile during these years. 

1. Covert Action Methods 

In February 1965 the 303 Committee approved $175,000 for a short- 
term political action project to provide covert support to selected 
candidates in the March 1965 congressional elections in Chile. Ac- 
cording to the CIA, twenty-two candidates were selected by the Sta- 
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tion and the Ambassador; nine were elected. The operation helped 
defeat up to 13 FRAP candidates who would otherwise have won 
congressional seats. 

Another election effort was authorized in July 1968, in preparation 
for the March 1969 congressional election. The 40 Committee author- 
ized $350,000 for this effort, with the objective of strengthening moder- 
ate political forces before the 1970 presidential election. The program 
consisted of providing financial support to candidates, supporting 
a splinter Socialist Party in order to attract votes away from 
Allende’s socialist party, propaganda activities, and assisting inde- 
pendent groups. The CIA regarded the ele;ction effort as successful 
m meeting its limited objective; ten of the twelve candidates selected 
for support won their races, including one very unexpected victory. 
The support provided to the dissident socialist group deprived the 
Socialist Party of a minimum of seven congressional seats. 

The 303 Committee also approved $30,000 in 1967 to strengthen the 
right win 

A num 
of the Radical Party. 

fe r of other political actions not requiring 303 Committee 
approval were conducted. The project to increase the effectiveness and 
appeal of the Christian Democratic Party and t,o subsidize the party 
during the 1964 elections continued into late 1965 or 1966, as did a 
project to influence key members of the Socialist Party toward ortho- 
dos European socialism and away from communism. During this 
period, the CIA dealt with a Chilean official at the cabinet level, 
though with scant result. 

Covert action efforts were conducted during this period t,o influence 
the political development of various sectors of Chilean society. One 
project, conducted prior to the 1964 elections to strengthen Christian 
Democratic support among peasants and slum dwellers, continued to 
help train and organize “anti-communists” in these and other sectors 
until public exposure of CIA funding in 1967 forced its termination. 
A project to compete organizationally with the Marxists among the 
urban poor of Santiago was initiated shortly after the 1964 election, 
and was terminated in mid-1969 because the principal agent was un- 
willing to prejudice the independent posture of the organization by 
using it on a large scale to deliver votes in the 1969 and 19’70 presi- 
dentlal elections. In the mid-1960’s, the CIA supported an anti-com- 
munist women’s group active in Chdean political and intellectual life. 

TWO projects worked within organized labor in Chile. One, which 
began durmg the 1964 election period, was a labor action project to 
combat the communist-dominated Central Unica de Trabajadores Chi- 
lenos (CUTCB) and to support democratic labor groups. Another 
pro’ect was conducted in the Catholic labor field. 

d arious CIA projects during this period supported media efforts. 
One, begun in the early 1950’s, operated wire services. Another, which 
was an important 
munist propagan B 

art of the 1964 election effort, supported anti-com- 
a activities through wall posters attributed to fit- 

titious groups, leaflet campaigns, and public heckling. 
A third project sup 

was an instrument of t R 
orted a right-wing weekly newspaper; which 
e anti-Allende campaign during and for a time 

after the 1970 election campaign. Another project funded an asset 
who produced regular radio political commentary shows attacking 
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the political parties on the left and supporting CIA-selected candi- 
dates. After the Soviet invasion of Czechoslovakia, this asset organ- 
ized a march on the Soviet Embassy which led to major police action 
and mass media coverage. Other assets funded under this project 
placed CIA-inspired editorials almost daily in El Mercurio, Chile’s 
major news 

R 
aper and, after 1968, exerted substantial control over the 

content of t at paper’s international news section. 
The CIA also maintained covert liaison relations with Chile’s 

internal security and intelligence services, civilian and military. The 
primary purpose of these arrangements was to enable the Chilean 
services to assist CIA in information collection about foreign targets. 
A subsidiary purpose of these relationships was to collect information 
and meet the threat posed by communists and other groups of the far 
left within Chile. 

2. Effects of Covert Action 

The CIA’s evaluations of the 1965 and 1969 election projects SUM- 
gest that those efforts were relatively successful in achieving their 
Immediate goals. On the other hand, the labor and “community devel- 
opment” projects were deemed rather unsuccessful in countering the 
growth of strong leftist sentiment and organization among workers, 
peasants and slum dwellers. For instance, neither of the labor projects 
was able to find a nucleus of legitimate Chilean labor leaders to com- 
pete effectively with the communist-dominated CUTCh. 

The propaganda projects probably had a substantial cumulative 
effect over these years, both in helping to polarize public opinion con- 
cerning the nature of the threat posed by communists and other leftists, 
and in maintaining an extensive propaganda capability. Propaganda 
mechanisms developed during the 1960’s were ready to be used m the 
1970 election campaign. At the same time, however, in a county where 
nationalism, “economic independence” and “anti-imperialism” claimed 
almost universal support, the persistent allegations that the Christian 
Democrats and other parties of the center and right were linked to the 
CIA 
them. 

may have played a part in undercutting popular support for 

C. THE 1970 ELECTION: A “SPOIWNO” CAMPAIGN 

1. United States Policy and Covert Action 

Early in 1969, President Nixon announced a new polic toward 
Latin America? labelled by him “Action for Progress.” il was to 
replace the Alllance for Progress which the President characterized 
as paternalistic and unrealistic. Instead, the United States was to seek 
“mature partnership” with Latin American countries, emphasizing 
trade and not aid. The reformist trappings of the Alliance were to be 
dropped; the United States announced itself prepared to deal with 
foreign governments pragmatically. 

The United States program of covert action in the 1970 Chilean 
elections reflected this less activist stance. Nevertheless, that covert 
involvement was substantial. In March 1970, the 40 Committee decided 
that the United States should not support any single candidate in the 
election but should instead wage “spoiling” operations against the 
Popular ‘CTnitv coalition which supported the Marxist candidate, 
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Salvador Allende. In all, the CL4 spent from $800,000 to $l.,OOO,OOO 
on covert action to affect the outcome of the 1970 Presidential elec- 
tion. Of this amount. about half was for major efforts approved 
by the 40 Committee. By CIA estimates, the Cubans provided about 
$350,000 to Allende’s campaign, with the Soviets adding an additional, 
undetermined amount. The large-scale propaganda campaign which 
was undertaken by the U.S. was similar to that of 1964: an Allende 
victory was equated Kith violence and repression. 

2. Policy Decisions 

Discussions within the United States Government about the 1970 
elections began in the wake of the March 1969 Chilean congressional 
elections. The CIA’s involvement in those elections was regarded by 
Washington as relatively successful, even though the Christian Demo- 
crats’ portion of the vote fell from 43 per cent m 1965 to 31 per cent in 
1969. In June 1968 the 40 Committee had authorized $350,000 for that 
effort, of which $200,000 actually was spent. Ten of the twelve CIA- 
supported candidates were elected. 

The 1970 election was discussed at a 40 Committee meeting on April 
1’7, 1969. It was suggested that something be done, and the CIA rep- 
resentative noted that an election operation would not be effective 
unless it were started early. But no action was taken at that time. 

The 1970 Presidential race quickly turned into a three-way contest. 
The conservative National Party, buoyed by the 1969 con essional 
election results, supported ‘74-year-old, ex-President Jorge A essandri. T 
Radomiro Tomic became the Christian Democratic nominee. Tomic, 
to the left of President Frei, was unhappy about campaigning on the 
Frei government’s record and at one point made overtures to 
the Marxist left. Salvador Allende was once again the candidate of the 
left, this time formed into a Popular Unity coalition which included 
both Marxist and non-Marxist parties. Allende’s platform included 
nationalization of the copper mines, accelerated agrarian reform, 
socialization of major sectors of the economy, wage increases, and 
improved relations with socialist and communist countries. 

In December 1969, the Embassy and Station in Santiago forwarded 
a proposal for an anti-Allende campaign. That proposal, hoffever, was 
withdrawn because of the State Department’s qualms about whether 
or not the United States should become involved at all. The CIA felt 
it was not in a position to support Tomic actively because ambassa- 
dorial “ground rules” of the previous few years had prevented the CIA 
from dealing with the Christian Democrats. The Agency believed that 
Alessandri, the apparent front runner, needed more than money; he 
needed help in managing his campa@. 

On March 25, 1970, the 40 Committee approved a joint Embassy/ 
CIA proposal recommending that “spoiling” operations--propaganda 
and other activities-be undertaken by the CIA in an effort to prevent 
an election victory bg Allende. Direct support was not furnished to 
either of his opponents. This first authorization q-as for $135,000, with 
the possibility of more later. 

On June 18,19?0. the Ambassador, Edward Kerry, submitted a two- 
phase proposal to the Department of State and the CIA for review. 
The first phase involved an increase in support for the anti-Allende 
campaign. The second was a $500,000 contingency plan to influence the 
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congressional vote in the event of a vote between the candidates finish- 
ing first and second. In response to State Department reluctance, the 
Ambassador responded by querying : if Alltnde were to .g$n power, 
how would the U.S. respond to those who asked \rhat actions it had 
taken to prevent it? 

On June 27, the 40 Committee approved the increase in funding for 
the anti-Allende “spoiling” operation by $300,000. State Department 
officials at the meeting voted “yes” only relunctantly. They spoke 
against the contingency plan, and a decision on it was deferred pend- 
ing the results of the September 4 election. 

CIA officials met several times with officials from ITT during July. 
The CIA turned down ITT’s proposal to make funds available for 
CIA transmission to Alessandri but did provide the company advice 
on how to pass money to Alessandri. Some $350,000 of ITT money was 
passed to Alessandri during the campaign-$250,000 to his campaign 
2nd $100,000 to the National Party. About another $350,000 came 
from other U.S. businesses. According to CIA documents, the Station 
Chief informed the Ambassador that the CIA was advising ITT in 
funding the Alessandri campaign, but not that the Station was aiding 
ITT in passing money to the National Party. 

The 40 Committee met again on August 7 but did not give further 
consideration to supporting either Alessandri or Tomic. As the anti- 
Allende cam aign m Chile intensified, senior policy makers turned to 
the issue of s .S. policy in the event of an Allende victory. A study done 
in response to National Security Study Memorandum 97 was approved 
by the Interdepartmental Group (IG) on August 18. The approved 
paper 1 set forth four options, one in the form of a covert annex. The 
consensus of the Interdepartmental Group favored maintaining mini- 
mal relations with Allende, but the Senior Review Group deferred de- 
cision until after the elections. Similarly, a paper with alternatives was 
circulated to 40 Committee members on August 13, but no action 
resulted. 

3. c~~poili~” Opemi%m8 

The “spoiling” operations had two objectives : (1) undermining 
communist efforts to bring about a coalltlon of leftist forces which 
could gain control of the presidency in 1970 ; and (2) strengthening 
non-Marxist political leaders and forces in Chile to order to develop 
an effective alternative to the Popular Unity coalition in preparation 
for the 1970 presidential election. 

In Jvorking toward these objectives, the CIA made use of half-a- 
dozen covert action projects. Those projects were focused into an 
intensive propaganda cnmpai,? rihich made use of virtually all media 
within Chile and which placed and replayed items in the interna- 
tional press as well. Propaganda placements n-ere achieved through 
subsidizing right-wing women’s and “civic action” groups. A “scare 
campaign,” using many of the same themes as the 1964 presidential 
election program, equated an Allende victory with violence and Stalin- 
ist repression. Unlike 1964, however, the 1970 operation did not involve 
extensive public opinion polling, grass-roots organizing, or “commu- 
nity development” efforts, nor, as mentioned, direct funding of any 
candidate. 

‘The mlnntes of the Interdepartmental Qroup and Senior Review Group dellberatlons 
have not m yet been provided to the Commlttee. 
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In addition to the massive propaganda campaign, the CIA’s effort 
prior to the election included political action aimed at splintering the 
non-Marxist Radical Party and reducing the number of votes which 
it could deliver to the Popular Unity coalition’s candidate. Also, “black 
propaganda”-material purporting to be the product of another 
group--was used in 1970 to SOW dissent between Communists and 
Socialists, and between the national labor confederation and the 
Chilean Community Party. 

The CIA’s propaganda operation for the 1970 elections made use 
of mechanisms that had been developed earlier. One mechanism had 
been used extensively by the CIA during the March 1969 congressional 
elections. During the 1970 campaign it produced hundreds of thou- 
sands of high-quality printed pieces, ranging from posters and leaflets 
to picture books, and carried out an extensive propaganda program 
through many radio and press outlets. Other propaganda mechanisms 
that were in place prior to the 1970 campaign included an editorial 
support group that 
articles for radio an B 

rovided political features, editorials, and news 
press placement ; a service for placing anti-com- 

munist press and radio items; and three different news servjces. 
There was a wide variety of propaganda products: a newsletter 

mailed to approximately two thousand journalists, academicians, poli- 
ticians, and other opinion makers ; a booklet showing what life would 
be like if Allende won the presidential election ; translation and dis- 
tribution of chronicles of opposition to the Soviet regime; poster 
distribution and sign-painting teams. The sign-painting teams had 
instructions to paint the slogan ‘(su pared&n” (your wall) on 2,000 
walls, evoking an image of communist firing squads. The “scare cam- 
paign” (camp&a de terror) exploited the violence of the invasion of 
Czechoslovakia with large photographs of Prague and of tanks in 
downtown Santiago. Other posters, resembling those used in 1964, 
portrayed Cuban political prisoners before the firing squad, and 
warned that an Allende victory would mean the end of religion and 
family lifein Chile. j ” 

Still another project funded individual press assets. One, who pro- 
duced regular radio commentary shows on a nationwide hookup, had 
been CIA funded since 1965 and continued to wage 
CIA during the Allende presidency. Other assets, 

ropaganda for 
a 1 employees of P 

El Mere&o, enabled the Station to generate more than one editorial 
per day based on CIA guidance. Access to El Mereurio had a multi- 
plier effect, since its editorials were read throughout the country on 
various national radio networks. Moreover, El Mermrio was one of the 
most influential Latin American newspapers, particularly in business 
circles abroad. A project which placed anti-communist press and radio 
items was reported in 1970 to reach an audience of well over five- 
million listeners. 

The CIA funded only one political group during the 1970 campaign, 
in an effort to reduce the number of Radical Party votes for Allende. 

6. Effects 

The covert action “spoiling” efforts by the United States during 
the 1970 campaign did not succeed: Allende won a plurality in the 
September 4 election. Nevertheless, the “spoiling” campaign had 
several important effects; 
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First, the “scare campaign” contributed to the political polariza- 
tion and financial anic of the period. Themes developed during the 
cam 
ing f3 

aign were exp P oited even more intensely during the weeks follow- 
eptember 4, in an effort to cause enough financial panic and politi- 

cal instability to goad President Frei or the Chilean military into 
action. 

Second, manv of the assets involved in the anti-Allende campaign 
became so visible that their usefulness was limited thereafter. Sever a1 
of them left Chile. When Allende took office, little was left of the CIA.- 
funded propaganda apparatus. Nevertheless, there remained a nucleus 
sufficient to permit a vocal anti-Allende opposition to function effec- 
tively even before the new President was inaugurated. 

D. Covmrr ACTION Bxrwxx N ‘%ETEXBER 4 AND &X’OBER %, 1970 * 

On September 4,1970, Allende won a plurality in Chile’s presiden- 
tial election. Since no candidate had received a majority of the popular 
vote, the Chilean Constitution required that a joint session of its Con- 
gress decide between the first- and second-place finishers. The date set 
for the congressional session was October 24,197O. 

The reaction in Washington to Allende’s plurality victory was 
immediate. The 40 Committee met on September 8 and 14 to discuss 
what action should be taken prior to the October 24 congressional 
vote. On September 15, President Nixon informed CIA Director 
Richard Helms that an Allende regime in Chile would not be accepta- 
ble to the United States and instructed the CIA to play a direct role 
in organizin 
accession to t % 

a military coup d’etat in Chile to prevent Allende’s 
e Presidency. 

Following the September 14 meeting of the 40 Committee and Pres- 
ident Nixon’s September 15 instruction to the CIA, U.S. Government 
efforts to prevent Allende from. assuming office proceeded on two 
tracks.3 Track I comprised all covert activities approved by the 49 
Committee, including political, economic and propaganda activities. 
These activities were designed to induce Allende’s opponents in Chile 
to prevent his assumption of power, either throu 
ta 

‘% 
means. Track II activities in Chile were un % 

h political or mili- 
ertaken in response 

to resident Nixon’s September 15 order and were directed toward 
actively 
against llende. A) 

romoting and encouraging the Chilean military to move 

1. Track I 

A. POLITICAL ACTION 

Initially? both the 40 Committee and the CIA fastened on the so- 
called Frei re-election gambit as a means of preventing Allende’s 
assumption of office. This gambit, which was considered a constitu- 
tional solution to the Allende problem, consisted of inducing enough 
congressional votes to elect Alessandri over Allende with the under- 
standing that Alessandri would immediately resign, thus paving the 
way for a special election in which Frei would legally become a candi- 
date. At the September 14 meeting of the 40 Committee, the Frei gam- 

p Thls period, and particularly Track II, are dealt with ln detail in an interim Committee 
Report, Alleged A88a88iWtiOn Plots Involving Foreign Leaders, 94 Gong., 1st Sesa 
November 1975. pp. 225-254. 

aThe term8 Track I and Track II were known only to CIA and White Howe otEclal# 
rho were knowledgeable about the President’s September 15 order to the CIA 
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bit was discussed, and the Committee authorized a contiqgency fund 
of $250,000 for covert support of projects which Frei or his associates 
deemed important. The funds were to be handled by Ambassador 
Kerry and used if it appeared that they would be needed.by the mod- 
erate faction of the Christian Democratic Party to swmg congres- 
sional votes to Slessandri. The only proposal for the funds which was 
discussed Fas an attempt to bribe Chilean Congressmen to vote for 
Alessandri. That quickly xvas seen to be unworkable, and the $250,000 
was never spent. 

CIA’s Track I aimed at bringing about conditions in which the 
Frei gambit could take place. To do this, the CIA, at th.e directlon of 
the 40 Committee, mobilized on interlockmg pohtlcal actlon, economic, 
and propaganda campaign. As part of its political action program, the 
CIA attempted indirectly to induce President Frei a4 least to consent 
to the gambit or, better yet, assist in its implementa!tlon. The Agency 
felt that pressures from those whose opinion and views he valued- 
in combination with certain propaganda activities-represented the 
only hope of converting Frei. In Europe and Latin America, influen- 
tial members of the Christian Democratic movement and the Catholic 
Church were prompted either to visit or contact Frei. In spite of these 
efforts, Frei refused to interfere with the constitutional process, and 
the re-election gambit died. 

B. PROPAGANDA CAXPAIGN 

On September 14, the 40 Committee agreed that a propaganda 
campaign should be undertaken by the CIA to focus on the dam?ge 
that would befall Chile under an Allende government. The campaign 
was to include support for the Frei re-election gambit. According to 
a CL4 memorandum, the campaign sought to create concerns about 
Chile’s future if Allende were elected bv the Congress; the propaganda 
was desired to influence Frei, the Chilean elite, and the Chilean 
military. 

The propaganda campaign included several components. Predictions 
of economic collanse under Allende were replayed in CIA-generated 
articles in Europian and Latin American n&vspapers. In response to 
criticisms of I?I Mercutio by candidate Allende, the CIA, through its 
covert action resources, orchestrated cables of support and protest from 
foreign newspapers, a protest statement from an international press 
association, and world press coverage of the association’s protest. 
In addition, journalists-agents and otherwise-traveled to Chile for 
on-t.hf-scene reporting. By September 28, the CIA had agents who 
were journalists from ten different countries in or en route to Chile. 
This group leas supplemented by eight more journalists from five 
countries under the direction of hi.gh-level agents who were, for the 
most part., in managerial capacities m the media field. 

Second, the CIA relied upon its own resources to generate anti- 
Allende propaganda in Chile. These efforts included: support for an 
underground press ; placement of individual neKs items through 
agents : financing a small nerrspaper; indirect subsidy of Pntria y Lib- 
ertntl. a group fervently opposed to Allende, and its radio programs, 
political ndrert,isements. and political rallies; and the, direct mailing of 
foreign news articles to Frei, his Kife: selected leaders, and the 
Chilean domestic press. 
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Third, special intelligence and “inside” briefings were given to U.S. 
journalists, at their request. One Tim cover story was considered 
particularly noteworthy. According to CIA documents, the Tim cor- 
respondent in Chile apparently had accepted Allende’s protestations 
of moderation and constitutionality at face value. Briefings requested 
by Tim and provided by the CIA in Washington resulted in a 
change in the basic thrust o,f the Time story on Allende’s September 4 
victory and in the timing of that story. 

,4 few statistics convey the magnitude of the CIA’s propaganda 
campaign mounted during the six-week interim period in the Latin 
American and European media. According to the CIA, partial re- 
turns showed that 726 articles, broadcasts, editorials, and similar items 
directly resulted from agency activity. The Agency had no way to 
measure the scope of the multiplier eff ect-i.e., how much its “induced” 
news focused media interest on the Chilean issues and stimulated ad- 
ditional coverage-but concluded that its contribution was both 
substantial and significant. 

C. ECONOMIC PRESSURES 

On September 29, 1N6, the 40 Committee met. It was a reed that 
the Frei gambit had been overtaken by events and was % sad. The 
“second-best option”-the cabinet resigning and being replaced with 
a military cabinet-was also deemed dead. The point was then made 
that there would probably be no military action unless economic 
pressures could be brought to bear on Chile. It was agreed that an 
attempt would be made to have American business take steps in line 
with the U.S. government’s desire for immediate economic action. 

The economic offensive against Chile, undertaken as a part of Track 
I, was intended to demonstrate the foreign economic reaction to Al- 
lende’s accession to power, as well as to preview the future consequences 
of his regime. Generally, the 40 Committee approved cutting off all 
credits, pressuring firms to curtail investment in Chile and approach- 
ing other nations to cooperate in this venture. 

These actions of the 40 Committee, and the establishment of an 
interagency working group to coordinate overt economic activities 
towards Chile (composed of the CIA’s Western Hemis here Division 
Chief and representatives from State, the NSC, and 4 reasury), ad- 
versely affected the Chilean economy; a major financial panic ensued. 
However, U.S. efforts to generate an economic crisis did not have the 
desired impact on the October 24 vote, nor did they stimulate a military 
intervention to prevent Allende’s accession. 

2. Track ZZ 

As previously noted, U.S. efforts to prevent Allende’s assumption 
of office operated on two tracks between September 4 and October 24. 
Track II was initiated by President Nixon on September 15 when he 
instructed the CIA to play a direct role in organizing a military coup 
d:etat in Chile. The Agency was to take this action without coordina- 
tion with the Departments of State or Defense and without informing 
the U.S. Ambassador. While coup possibilities in general and other 
means of seeking to prevent Allende’s accession to power were ex- 
plored by the 40 Committee throughout this period, the 40 Committee 
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never discussed this direct CIA role. In practice, the Agency was to 
report, both for informational and approval purposes, to the White 
Home. 

Between October 5 and October 20 1970, the CIA made 21 contacts 
with key military and Carabinero (police) o5cials in Chile. Those 
Chileans who were inclined to stage a coup were given assurances of 
strong support at the highest levels of ,the U.S. Government both 
before and after a coup. 

Tracks I and II did, in fact, move together in the month after 
September 15. Ambassador Kerry, who was formally excIuded from 
Track II, was authorized to encourage a military coup, provided 
Frei concurred in that solution. At the 40 Committee meeting on 
September 14, he and other “appropriate members of the Embassy 
mission” were authorized to intensify their contacts with Chilean 
military officers to assess their willingness to support the “Frei gam- 
bit.” The Ambassador was also authorized to make his contacts in the 
Chilean military aware that if Allende were seated, the military 
could ex ect no further military assistance ‘(MAP) from the United 
States. If ater, Kerry was authorized to inform the Chilean military 
that all MAP and military sales were being held in abeyance pending 
the outcome of the congressional election on October 24. 

The essential difference between Tracks I and II., as evidenced by 
instructions to Ambassador Korry during this period, was not that 
Track II was cou -oriented and Track I was not. Both had this ob- 
jective in mind. 8 here were two differences between the two tracks: 
Track I was contingent on at least the acquiescence of Frei ; and the 
CIA’s Track II direct contacts with the Chilean military, and its 
active promotion and support for a coup, were to be known only to a 
small group of individuals in the White House and the CIA. 

Despite these efforts, Track II proved to be no more successful than 
Track I in preventing Allende’s assumption of office. Although cer- 
tain elements within the Chilean army were actively involved in cou 
plotting, the plans of the dissident Chileans never got off the groun cf . 
A rather disorganized coup attem t did begin on October 22, but 
aborted following the shooting of E eneral Schneider. 

On October 24, 1970, Salvador Allende was confirmed as President 
by Chilean Congress. On November 3, he was inaugurated. U.S. ef- 
forts, both overt and covert, to prevent his assumption of office had 
failed. 

E. COVERT ACTION DIJRINQ THE ALLENDE YEARS, 1970-1973 

1. United States PO&~ and Covert Action 

In his 1971 State of the World Message, released February 25., 1971, 
President Nixon announced: “We are prepared to have the kmd of 
relationship with the Chilean government that it is prepared to have 
with us.” This public articulation of American policy followed internal 
discussions during the NSSM 97 exercise. Charles Meyer, Assistant 
Secretary of State for Inter-American Affairs, elaborated that “correct 
but minimal” line in his 1973 testimony before the Senate Foreign 
Relations Subcommittee on MuItinationaI Corporations : 

Mr. MEYER The policy of the Government, Mr. Chairman, w&s that there would 
be no intervention in the political affairs of Chile. We were consistent in that wn 
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financed no candidates, no political parties before or after September 8, or 
September 4. . . . The policy of the United States was that Chile’s problem was 
a Chilean problem, to be settled by Chile. As the President stated in October 
of 1969, “We will deal with governments as they are.” (MuZtinationaZ Corpora- 
tions and United States Foreign Policy, Hearing before the Subcommittee on 
Multinational Corporations of the Committee on Foreign Relations, United States 
Senate, Ninety-Third Congress, Washington : GPO, 1973, Part 1, p. 402) 

Yet, public pronouncements notwithstanding, after Allende’s inauq- 
urntion the 10 Committee approved a total of over seven million da- 
lars in covert support to opposition groups in Chile. That money also 
funded an extensive anti-Allende propaganda campaign. Of the total 
authorized by the 40 Committee,‘over six million dollars was spent 
during the Allende presidency and $84,000 was expended shortly 
thereafter for commitments made before the coup. The total amount 
spent on covert action in Chile during 1970-73 was approximately 
$7 million, including project funds not requiring 40 Committee 
ap roval. 

ii roadly speaking, U.S. policy sought to maximize pressures on the 
,Illende government to prevent its consolidation and limit its ability 
to implement policies contrary to U.S. and hemispheric interests. That 
objective was stated clearly in National Security Decision Memornn- 
dum (NSDM) 93, issued in early November 1970. Other governments 
\J-ere encouraged to adopt similar policies, and the U.S. increased ef- 
forts to maintain close relations with friendly military leaders in the 
hemisphere. The “cool but correct” overt posture denied the Allende 
,government a handy foreign enemy to use as a dome&c and inter- 
nntional rallying pomt. At the same time, covert action n-as one re- 
flection of the concerns felt in Washington: the desire to frustrate 
Allende’s experiment in the Western Hemisphere and thus limit its 
:lttmctireness as a model : the fear that a Chile under Allende might 
harbor subversives from other Latin American countries; and the de- 
termination to sustain the principle of compensation for U.S. firms 
nat.ionalized by the Allende government. 

Henry Kissmger outlined several of these concerns in a background 
briefing to the press on September 16, 1970, in the wake of Allende’s 
election plurality : 

Now it is fairIS easy for one to predict that if Allende wins, there is a good 
chance that he will establish over a period of years some sort of Communist 
government. In that case J-ou would have one not on an island off the coast which 
has not a traditional relationsbip and impact on Latin America, but in a major 
Latin American country you would bare a Communist government, joining. for 
example. Argentina, which is already deeply divided, along a long frontier; 
joining Peru, which has alreadp been headin g in directions that have been diffi- 
mlt to deal with, and joining Bolivia, which has also gone in a more leftist, nuti- 
I-.S. direction, even without any of these developments. 

So I don’t think we should delude ourselves that an Bllende takeover in 
c’hile would not present massive problems for us, and for democratic forces 
and for pro-U.S. forces in Latin $mericn, and indeed to the whole Western 
Hemisphere. What would happen to the Western Hemisphere Defense Board, 
or to the Organization of American States, and so forth, in extremely proble- 
matical. . . . It is one of those situations which is not too happ.v for American 
interests. (Multinational Corjlorationn afld TJnited States Foreign Policy, 
Hearings before the Subcommittee on Mnltinntional Corporations of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, United Stntes Senate, Ninety-Third Congress, 
Washington : GPO, 1973, Part 2, pp. 542-3) 

IIs the discussion of National Intelligence Estimates in Section 1~’ 
of this paper makes clear the more extreme feal,r; about the effects of 
Allende’s election were ill-founded: there never was a significant, 
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threat of a Soviet military presence; the “export” of Allende’s revolu- 
tion was limited, and its value as a model more restricted still; and 
hllende was little more hospitable to activist exiles from other Latin 
American countries than his predecessor had been. Nevertheless, those 
fears, often exaggerated, appear to have activated officials in 
Washington. 

The “cool but correct” public posture and extensive clandestine ncti- 
vities formed two-thirds of a triad of official actions. The third was 
economic pressure, both overt and covert, intended to exacerbate the 
difficulties felt by Chile’s economy. The United States cut off economic 
aid, denied credits., and made efforts-partially successful-to enlist 
the cooperation of international financial institutions and private firms 
in tightening the economic “squeeze” on Chile. That internat.ional 
“squeeze” intensified the effect of the economic measures taken by oppo- 

sitlon groups within Chile, particularly the crippling strikes in the 
mining and transportation sectors. For instance, the combined effect 
of the foreign credit squeeze and domestic copper strikes on Chile’s 
foreign exchange position was devastating. 

Throughout the Allende years, the U.S. maintained close contact 
with the Chilean armed forces, both through the CIA and through 
U.S. military attaches. The basic purpose of these cont.acts was the 
gathering of intelligence, to detect any inclination within the Chilean 
armed forces to intervene. But U.S. o5cials also were instructed to 
seek influence within the Chilean military and to be generally suppor- 
tive of its activities without appearing to promise U.S. support for 
military efforts which might be premature. For instance, in November 
1.971, the Station was instructed to put the U.S. government in a posi- 
tlon to take future advantage of either a political or a military solution 
to the Chilean dilemma, depending on developments within the coun- 
try and the latter’s impact on the military themselves. 

There is no hard evidence of direct U.S. assistance to the coup, 
despite frequent allegations of such aid. Rather the United States- 
by its previous actions during Track II, its existing general posture of 
opposition to Allende, and the nature of its contacts with the Chilean 
military-probably gave the impression that it would not look with 
disfavor on a military coup. And U.S. o5cials in the years before 19i’3 
may not always have succeeded in walking the thin line between moni- 
toring indigenous coup plotting and actually stimulating it. 

9. Techniques of Covert Action 

A. SUPPORT FOR OPPOSITION POLITICAL PSRTIES 

More.than half of the 40 Committee-approved funds supported the 
opposltlon political parties : the Christian Democratic Party (PDC) , 
the Xational Party (PN) , and several splinter groups. Nearly half-a- 
million dollars was channeled to splinter groups during the Allende 
years. Early in 1971 CIA funds enabled the PDC and PN to purchase 
their own radio stations and newspapers.‘All opposition parties were 
passed money prior to the April 1971 munici al elections and a con- 
gressional by-election in July. In November 19 5 1 funds were approved 
to strengthen the PDC. PN. and splinter groups. An effort was also 
made to induce a breakup of the UP coalition. CL4 funds supported 
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the opposition parties in three by-elections in 1972, and 111 the March 
1973 congressional election. Money provided to political p?rties not 
only sup orted opposition candidates in the various elections, but 
enabled t R e parties to maintain an anti-government campaign through- 
out the Allende years, urging citizens to demonstrate their opposition 
in a variety of ways. 

Throughout the Allende years, the CIA worked to forge a united 
opposition. The significance of this effort can be gauged by noting that 
the two main elements opposing the Popular Unity government were 
the National Party, which was conservative, and the reformist Chris- 
tian Democratic Party, many of whose members had supported the 
major policies of the new government. 

B. PROPAQANDA AND SUPPORT FOR OPPOSITION MEDIA 

Besides funding political parties! the 40 Committee approved large 
amounts to sustain opposition media and thus to maintain a hard-hlt- 
ting propaganda campaign. The CIA spent $1.5 million in support of 
El Mercurio, the country’s largest newspaper and the most important 
channel for anti-Allende propaganda. Accordin 

a 
to CIA documents, 

these efforts played a significant role in setting t e stage for the mili- 
tary coup of September 11,1973. 

The 40 Committee approvals in 1971 and early 1972 for subsidizing 
El Mercurio were based on reports that the Chilean government was 
trying to close the El Mercurio chain. In fact, the press remained free 
throughout the Allende period, despite attempts to harass and finan- 
cially damage opposition media. The alarming field reports on which 
the 40 Committee decisions to support PI Mercurio were based are at 
some variance with intelligence community analyses. For example, 
an August 1971 National Intelligence Estimate-nine months after 
Sllende took power-maintained that the government was attempting 
to dominate the press but commented that El Mercutio had managed 
to retain its independence. Yet one month later the 40 Committee voted 
$700,000 to keep El Mercurio afloat. And CIA documents in 1973 
acknowledge that El Mere&o and, to a lesser extent, the papers 
belonging to opposition political parties, were the only publications 
under pressure from the government. 

The freedom of the press issue was the single most important theme 
in the international propaganda campaign against Allende. Among 
the books and pamphlets produced by the major opposition research 
organization was one which appeared in October 1972 at the time of 
the Inter-American Press Association (IAPA) meeting in Santiago. 
AS in the 1970 period, the IAPA listed Chile as a country in which 
freedom of the press was threatened. 

The CIA’s major propaaanda project funded a wide range of prop- 
aganda activit,ies. It produced several magazines with national cir- 
culations and a large number of books and s ecial studies. It developed 
material for placement in the El Mercurio c am (amounting to a total R* 
daily circulation of over 300,000) ; opposition 
weekly newspapers ; all radio stations controlle $ 

arty newspapers ; two 
by opposition parties ; 

and on several regular television shows on three channels. EZ Mercutio 
was a major propaganda channel during 19’70-73, as it had been during 
the 1970 elections and pre-inauguration period. 
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The CIA also funded progressively a greater portion--over 75 per- 
cel:t in 19%-of an opposition research organization. A steady flow of 
economic and technical material went to opposition parties and private 
sector groups. Many of the bills prepared by opposition parliamentari- 
ans were actually drafted by personnel of the research organization. 

‘2. SUPPORT FQR PRNATE SECTOR ORGANIZATIONS 

The Committee has taken testimon that 40 Committee-approved 
funds were used to help maintain an B strengthen the democratic op- 
position in Chile. It has been stressed that CIA had nothing to do with 
the truck owners, strike and the disorders that led to the coup. The 
question of CIA support to Chilean private sector groups is a matter 
of considerable concern because of the violent tactics used by several 
of t,hese groups in their efforts to bring about military intervention. 

The issue of whether to support private groups was debated within 
the Embassy and the 40 Committee throughout late 1972 and 1973. 
In September 1972, the 40 Committee authorized $24,000 for “emer- 
gency support” of a powerful businessmen’s organization, but decided 
against financial support to other private sector organizations because 
of their possible involvement in anti-government strikes. In October 
1972, the Committee approved $100,000 for three private sector orga- 
nizations-the businessmen’s organization, associations of large and 
small businessmen and an umbrella organization of opposition 
groups-as part of a $1.5 million approval for support to opposition 
groups. According to CIA testimony, this limited financial support 
to the private sector was confined to specific activities in support of the 
opposition electoral campaign, such as voter registration drives and a 
get-out-the-vote campaign. 

After the March 1973 elections, in which opposition forces failed to 
achieve the two-thirds majority in the Senate that might have per- 
mitted them to impeach Allende and hold new elections, the U.S. 
Government re-assessed its objectives. There seemed little likelihood 
of a successful military coup, but there did appear to be a possibility 
that increasing unrest in the entire country might induce the milit,ary 
to re-enter the Allende government in order to restore order. Various 
proposals for supporting private sector groups were examined in the 
context, but the Ambassador and the Department of State remained 
opposed to any such support because of the increasingly high level of 
tension in Chile, and because the groups were known to hope for mili- 
tary intervention. 

Nevertheless, on August 20, the 40 Committee approved a proposal 
granting $1 million to opposition parties and private sector groups, 
with passage of the funds contingent on the concurrence of the Ambas- 
sador, Nathaniel Davis, and the Department of State. None of these 
funds were passed to private sector groups before the military coup 
three weeks later. 

While these deliberations were taking place, the CIA Station asked 
Headquarters to take soundings to determine whether maximum sup- 
port could be provided to the opposition, including groups like the 
truck owners. The Ambassador agreed that these soundings should be 
taken but opposed a s 

e 
ecific 

strikers. There was a 
proposal for $25,000 of support to the 

IA recommendation for support to the truck 
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owners, but it is unclear whether or not that proposal came before 
the 40 Committee. On Au 
ters advised the Station t 8” 

st 25-16 days before the coup-Headquar- 
at soundings were being taken, but the CIA 

Station’s proposal was never approved. 
The pattern of US. deliberations suggests a careful distinction be- 

tween supporting the opposition parties and funding private sector 
groups trying to bring about a military coup. However, given tur- 
bulent conditions in Chile, the interconnections amon 
ported political parties, the various militant 2 

the CIA-sup- 
tra e associations 

(grem+s) and paramilitary groups prone to terrorism and violent 
disruption were many. The CIA was aware that links between these 
groups and the political parties made clear distinctions difficult. 

The most prominent of the ri 
’ Patriu y Libertad (Fatherland an 3 

ht-wing paramilitary groups was 
Liberty), which formed following 

Allende’s September 4 election, during so-called Track II. The 
CIA provided Pat&a y Libertud with $38,500 through a third 
party during the Track II period, in an effort to create tension and 
a possible pretext for intervention by the Chilean military. After 
Allende took office, the CIA occasionally provided the group small 
sums through third parties for demonstrations or specific propaganda 
activity. Those disbursements, about seven thousand dollars in total, 
ended in 1971. It is possible that CIA funds given to political parties 
reached Pat& y  Libertad and a similar group, the Roland0 Matus 
Brigade, given the close ties between the parties and these 
organizations. 

Throughout the Allende presidency, Patria y  Libertad was the most 
strident voice opposing all compromise efforts by Christian Democrats, 
calling for resistance to government measures, and urging insurrection 
in the armed forces. Its tactics came to parallel those of the Movement 
of the Revolutionary Left (MIR) at the opposite end of the political 
spectrum. Pattia y  Libertad forces marched at opposition rallies 
dressed in full riot gear. During the October 1972 national truckers’ 
strike, Putriu y  Libertad was reported to strew “miguelitos” (three- 
pronged steel tacks) on highways in order to help bring the country’s 
transportation system to a halt. On July 13, 1973, Pat&u y  Libertad 
placed a statement in a Santiago newspaper claiming responsibility 
for an abortive coup on June 29, and on July 17, Pat&a y  Ldbertad 
leader Roberto Thieme announced. that his groups would unleash a 
total armed offensive to overthrow the government. 

With regard to the truckers’ strike, two facts are undisputed. First, 
the 40 Committee did not approve any funds to be given directly to 
the strikers. Second, all observers agree that the two lengthy strikes 
(the second lasted from July 13, 19’73, until t,he September 11 coup) 
could not have been maintained on the basis of union funds. It remains 
unclear whether or to what extent CIA funds passed to opposition 
parties may have been siphoned off to support strikes. It is clear that 
anti-government strikers were actively supported by several of the 
private sector groups which received CIA funds. There were extensive 
links between these private sector organizations and the groups which 
coordinated and implemented the strikes. In November 1972 the CIA 
learned that one private sector group had 
strikers, contrary to the Agency’s ground 

assed $2,800 directly to 
ru P es. The CIA rebuked the 

group but nevertheless passed it additional money the next month. 
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3. United Xtates Economic Policies Toward Chile : 1970-1973 

A. COYERT ACTION AND ECONOMIC PRESSURE 

The policy response of the U.S. Government to the Allende regime 
consisted of an interwea.ving of diplomatic, covert, military, and eco- 
nomic strands. Economic pressure exerted b 

3 
the United States formed 

an important part of the mix. It is impossi le to understand the effect 
of covert action without knowing the economic pressure which accom- 
panied it. 

B. CHILEAN ECOSOXIC DEPENDESGE 

The demise of the brief Allende experiment in 1970-73 came as the 
cumulative result of many factors-external and internal. The aca-. 
demic debate as to whether the external or the internal factors weighed 
more heavily is endless. This is not the place to repeat it. A brief 
description of the Chilean economy will suffice to suggest the probable 
effect on Chile of U.S. economic actions and the possible interactions 
between economic and political factors in causing Allende’s downfall. 

Chile’s export-oriented economy remained, in 1970, dependent for 
foreign exchange earnings on a single produc&opper-Lmuch as it 
had depended on nitrate in the 19th century. However, the Allende 
Administration consciously adopted a policy of beginning to diversify 
Chile’s trade by expanding ties with Great Britain, the rest of the 
Western European countries, and Japan, and by initiating minor 
trade agreements with the Eastern Bloc countries. 

Nevertheless, Chilean economic dependence on the United States 
remained a significant factor during the period of the Allende ov- 
ernment. In 1970, U.S. direct private investment in Chile st oaf 
$1.1 billion, out of an estimated total foreign investment of $1.6% 
billion. U.S. and foreign corporations played a large part in almost 
all of the critical areas of the Chilean economy. Furthermore, United 
States car 

K- 
orations controlled the production of 80 percent of Chile’s 

copper, w ich in 1970 accounted for four-fifths of Chile’s foreign 
exchange earnings. Hence, the Allende government faced a situation 
in which decisions of foreign corporations had significant ramifica- 
tions throughout the Chilean economy. 

Chile had accumulated a large foreign debt during the Frei govern- 
ment, much of it contracted with international and 
Chile was able, through the Paris Club, to re-negotiate $ 

rivate banks. 
800 million in 

debts to foreign governments and medium-term debt to major U.S. 
banks in early 1972. It also obtained in 1972 some $600 million in 
credits and loans from socialist bloc countries and Western sources; 
however, a study done by the Inter-Ameriran Committee on the Alli- 
ance for Progress concluded that these credits were “tied to specific 
development projects and [could] be used only gradually.” 

Even with a conscious policy of diversifying its foreign trading 
patterns, in 1970 Chile continued to depend on the import of es- 
sential replacement parts from United States firms. The availability of 
short-term United States commercial credits dropped from around 
$300 million during the Frei years to around $30 million in 1972. The 
drop, a result of combined economic and political factors, seriously af- 
fected the hllende government’s ability to purchase replacement parts 
and machinery for the most critical sectors of the economy: copper, 
steel, electricity, petroleum, and transport. 
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By late 1972, the Chilean Ministry of the Economy estimated that 
almost one-third of the diesel trucks at Chuquicamata Copper Mine, 
30 percent of the privately owned city buses, 21 percent of all taxis, 
and 33 percent of state-owned buses in Chile could not operate because 
of the lack of spare parts or tires. In overall terms, the value of United 
States machinery and transport equipment exported to Chile by U.S. 
firms declined from $152.6 million in 1970 to $110 million in 1971. 

C. THE ISSTRUMEKTS OF UNITED STATES FOREIGX ECOSOMIC POLICY 

TOWARD ALLENDE 

United States foreign economic policy toward Allende’s government 
was articulated at the highest levels of the U.S. government, and 
coordinated by interagency task forces. The policy was clearly framed 
during the Track II period. Richard Helms’ notes from his Septem- 
ber 15, 1970, meeting with President Nixon, the meeting which ini- 
tiated Track II, contain the indication : “Make the economy scream.” 
A week later Ambassador Korry reported telling Frei, through his 
Defense Minister, that “not a nut or bolt would be allowed to reach 
Chile under Allende.” 

While the Chileah economy was vulnerable to U.S. pressures over 
a period of a few years, it was not in the short run. That judgment 
was clearly made by intelligence analysts in the government, but 
its im licat.ions seem not to have affected policy-making in September 
and 8 ctober of 1970. a February 1971 Intelligence Memorandum 
noted that Chile was not immediately vulnerable to investment, trade 
or monetary sanctions imposed by the United States. In fact, the im- 
position of sanctions, while it would hurt Chile eventually, was seen 
to carry one possible short-run benefit-it would have iven Chile a 
justification for renouncing nearly a billion dollars o P debt to the 
United States. 

The policy of economic pressure--articulated in NSDM 93 of 
November 1970-was to be implemented through several means. All 
new bilateral foreign assistance was to be stopped, although disburse- 
ments would continue under loans made previously. The U.S. would 
use its predominant position in international financial institutions to 
dry up the flow of new multilateral credit or other financial assistance. 
To the extent possible, financial assistance or guarantees to U.S. 
private investment in Chile would be ended, and U.S. businesses would 
be made aware of the government’s concern and its restrictive pohcres. 

The bare figures tell the story. U.S. bilateral aid, $35 million in 1969, 
was $1.5 million in 1971. (See Table II.) U.S. Export-Import Bank 
credits, which had totalled $234 million in 1967 and $29 million in 
1969, drop ed to zero in 1971. Loans from the multilateral Inter- 
American b evelopment Bank (IDB), in which the U.S. held what 
amounted to a veto, had totalled $46 million in 1970; they fell to $2 
million in 1972 (United States A.I.D. figures). The only new IDB 
loans made to Chile during the Allende period were two small loans 
to Chilean universities made in January 1971.4 Similarly, the World 
Bank made no new loans to Chile between 1970 and 1973. However, 
the International Monetary Fund extended Chile approximately 
$90 million during 1971 and 1972 to assist with foreign exchange 
difficulties. 

aAs with bilateral aid, disbursements were continued under 
P 

revlous commftmente. 
954 million was disbursed between December 1970 and December 972. (IDB 5gures) 



TABLE Il.--FOREIGN AID TO CHILE FROM U.S. GOVERNMENT AGENCIES AND INTERNATIONAL INSTITUTIONS-TOTAL OF LOANS AND GRANTS 

[In millions of dollars] 

Fiscal year 1953-61 1962 1963 1964 1965 1966 1967 1968 1969 1970 1971 1972 1973 1974 

Total U.S. economic aid _______________ _____ 
U.S.AIO-... _______ ______ ______ ______ “it : KE 

127.1 80.8 

U.S. Food for Peace. ________.__ _______ _ 94.2 6:6 
2: 70.9 ‘2 : 
22. 0 

95:; 
26.9 14.2 

US. Expect-Import Bank _______________ 
E 

Total U.S. Mditary aid.... _____________ ____ 
_ 

‘Ei 
g: 

17:: El 
3.2 

15.3 a. 2 9.9 198.1 

Total U.S. economic and military aid.. _______ 

13:: ! 
:f: 15.9 CJ 

Total international or anirationo: ___________ 
IBRO (World Ban ) ____________________ t 

: 
9;:; $2 

‘:I: E:! 
y;;:; lb 

4.4 
Inter-American Development Bank (IOB). 

11.6 
16.6 

13.5 
, 4.9 31.9 97.3 

1 Includes Ex-lm: 57.0 and other: 41.1. 
1 Total per chart plus Ex art-Import Bank. 
s U.S. contributions to I. 8, . s included above; therefore U.S. aid and international aid should not be added together. 

Source: U.S. Oversees Loans and Grants, Obligations and Loan Authorizations. July 1.1945 to June 30.1971, pp. 40, 179; and July I,1945 to June 30, 1974, pp. 39,175. Prepared by Statistics and Re- 
ports Division, Office of Financial Management, Agency for International Development. 
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Reaction to events in Chile accounted for much of the momentum in 
the United States Government for the development of a policy on ex- 
propriation. In what came to be known as the Allende Doctrine, Chile 
proposed to de,duct a calculation of “excess profits” (over and above 
reinvestments and a 10-12 percent profit margin) from any compen- 
sation paid to nationalized firms in the copper sector. By this calcula- 
tion, U.S. copper companies were in fact told they owed money. The 
react,ion of the U.S. Government was strong. In January 1972, Presi- 
dent Nixon announced that, when confronted with such situations, the 
U.S. would cut off bilateral aid and “withhold its support from loans 
under consideration in multilateral development banks.” 

While the State Department, the CIA, and the Department of Com- 
merce all participated in the United States economic policy toward 
Chile, a central point in the execution of this policy was the Depart- 
ment of the Treasury. The Department instructs U.S. representatives 
on multilateral lending institutions. In the IDB, for instance, the U.S. 
controlled 40 percent of the votes, sufficient to veto any “soft” IDB 
loans. Loan proposals submitted to the IDB were held under study, 
never coming up for a vote by the IDB Board. Whether U.S. actions, 
and those of the multilateral institutions, were motivated by political 
interests or economic judgments of Chile’s “credit worthiness” is a de- 
bate not yet definit.ively settled. However, it seems clear from the pat- 
tern of U.S. economic actions and from the nature of debates within the 
Executive Branch that American economic policy was driven more by 
political opposition to an Allende regime than by purely technical 
judgments about Chile’s finances. 

The posture of the Export-Import Bank, a United States public 
institut,ion, reflected the tone of U.S. economic policy toward Chile 
during the Allende period. In the fall of 1970, the Bank dropped 
Chile’s credit rating from “B,” the second category, to “D,” the last 
category. Insofar as the rating contributed to similar evaluations by 
private U.S. banks, corporations, and international private investors, 
it aggravated Chile% problem of attracting and ret,aining needed capi- 
tal inflow through private foreign investment. In mid-August 1971 
the Bank decided that a $21 million credit for Boeing passenger jets 
would be deferred pending a resolution of the controversy over com- 
pensation for nationalized U.S. copper companies. That Bank decision 
came one month after the nationalization and two months before t.he 
final decision on compensation. In fact, the Boeing decision had been 
first announced in May, before the nationalization occurred. 

The United States linked the question of indcmnizabion for U.S. cop- 
per companies with Chile’s multilateral foreign debt. That forei 
debt, an inheritance from the obligations incurred by the Alessan F rl 
and Frei governments, vas the second highest foreign debt per capita 
of any country in the Korld. Yet, in the 1972 and 1973 Paris Club for- 
eign debt negotiations with Chile’s principal foreign creditor nations, 
the United States alone refused to consider rescheduling Chile’s for- 
eign debt pavments until there was movement toward mdemnization 
for the U.S.-copper companies. The United States also exerted pres- 
sure on each of the other foreign creditor nations not to renegotiate 
Chile’s foreign debt as a group. 
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4. U.S. Relations with the Chilean Military 

United States relations with the Chilean military during 1970-1973 
must be viewed against the backdrop not only of the tradition of close 
cooperation between the American and Chilean military services and 
of continuing intelligence collection efforts, but also in the context of 
Track II-an attempt to foment a military coup. Track II marked a 
break in the nature of relations between U.S. officials and the Chilean 
military. 

Close personal and professsional cooperation between Chilean and 
U.S. officers was a tradition of long standing. The American military 
presence in Chile was substantial, consisting both of military attach&, 
the Embassy, and members of the Military Group who provided train- 
ing and assistance to the Chilean armed services. In the late 1960‘s the 
Military Group numbered over fifty; by the Allende period, it was 
reduced to a dozen or so, for reasons which had primarily to do with 
U.S. budget-cutting. 

A. PRE-lRACK II 

In July 1969 the CIA Station in Santiago requested and received 
Headquarters approval for a covert prosgram to establish intelligence 
assets m the Chilean armed services for the purpose of monitoring coup 
plotting. The program lasted for four years : it involved assets drawn 
from all three branches of the Chilean military and included com- 
mancl-level officers, field- and company-grade o5cers, retired general 
staff officers and enlisted men. From 1969 to August 1970, the pro- 
ject adhered closely to its stated objective of monitoring and reporting 
coup-oriented activity within the Chilean military. 

During August, September and October of 1969, it became increas- 
ingly clear from the agents’ reports that the growing dissatisfaction 
and unrest within the armed forces was leading to an unstable military 
situation. These events culminated in the abortive military revolt of 
October 1969-the T’ncnazo, named after the Tacna regiment in San- 
tiago. How close tbr amateurish Tncnaeo came to success was a lesson 
to remember, particularly in light of the upcoming Presidential elec- 
tion of 1970 and the strong possibility that Salvador Allende would 
emerge victorious. 

B. TRACK II 

The Track II covert action effort to organize a military coup to deny 
Allende the Presidencv caught the Santiago Station unprepared. Its 
t1v-o nsccts in the Chilkan military were not in a position to spark a 
coup. To accomplish the mission directed by Washington, the Station 
had to use a U.S. military attache and other hastily developed contacts 
with the tn-0 main coup plottin p groups in the Chilean military. These 
contacts not only reported the plans of the groups but also relayed the 
Station’s advice about mechanics and timing. and passed on ‘indica- 
tions of U.S. Government support following a successful coup. With 
the death of Schneider, the plotters’ effort collapsed in disarray, leav- 
ing the Station with only its initial assets in the military. It took the 
Station another ten months to rebuild a network of agents among the 
cautious Chilean military. 
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As part of its attmept to induce the Chilean military to intervene 
before the October 24 congressional vote,. the United States had 
threatened to cut off military aid if the mrhtary refused to act. That 
was accompanied by a promise of support in the aftermath of a coup. 
However, military assistance was not cut off at the time of Allende’s 
confirmation (see Table III). Military sales jumped sharply from 
1972 to 1973 and even more sharply from 1973 to, 1974 after the coup 
(see Table IV). Training of Chilean military personnel in Panama 
also rose during the Allende years (see Table V) . 

c. 1970-73 

After the failure of Track II, the CIA rebuilt its network of con- 
tacts and remained close to Chilean military officers in order to monitor 
developments within the armed forces. For their part, Chilean officers 
who were aware that the United States once had sought a coup to pre- 
vent Allende from becoming president must have been sensitive to 
indications of continuing U.S. support for a coup. 

By September 1971 a new network of agents was in place and the’ 
Station was receiving almost daily reports of new coup plotting. The 
Statiori and Headquarters began to explore ways to use this network. 
At the same time, and in parallel, the Station and Head uarters dis- 
cussed a “deception operation” designed to alert Chilean o P cers to real 
or 
fal P 

urported Cuban involvement in the Chilean army. Throughout the 
of 1971, the Station and Headquarters carried on a dialogue about 

both the general question of what to do with the intelligence network 
and the objectives of the specific operation. 

TABLE III.-MILITARY ASSlSTANCEl 

Fiscal year Programed Delivered 

I%&....~. -_____-________._ __ ______ _ -________________ _________ _____ ___ 
1967 .------_____--____-_------------..-------------------- _ __________ *_ Y#?E 

1:;pg 

sg$eE 

1968. ----- _ -____-_______ _____ ________. __ ________ _ ________ _ _____________ 
1%9.... ---- _ ~~~--~~~~~~ __ _---_-_____ _ --______ __-_ ____ ___- ______ __.____ 

7: 507: cm3 

1970. --------- __ ---- _ ----- _ ----- ______--._ ________________. ___ _____.___ 852: 000 
fgJ@ 

19x...--. -------- _--_-_ -_---_-_____ ___ ____ _____ ____________________ __ 
1972 .---- _ ---------- _ ~~~~~~~~~~ _ .-____--_.______ ________ _________ _ _____ 
1973 ---- _ ------------- _ ~~~..~~~~.~.__ _ .._-____ _ ________.________ _ ____ __ 

%E 
1: 033: wo 

1974 --.--.--.___--___________ _ _____._ _ ____._____.______________________ 
941: 000 

2, go gi 

912,000 619: 000 

1 Figures are from a Department of Defense response to a Senate Select Committee document request and are 
unclassified. 

TABLE IV.-MILITARY SALES1 

Fiscal year Orders Delivered 

1%6.... _____ _ __________ _ ____________________-----.------ _ ______ __ _____ 
1967 _-.---_ _ ____________________------.-----------------------.-----.-- 

$1.057, Lm 

1968 _-_____ _ _______ _ ____ _ ______ _ _______ _ _.____ _ ______ __ _______________ _ %%% 
1969 _____ _ _______ ___ ____ _ ____________ __ _________ __ _____ _ ______.________ 
1970-. ----_ ____ ---------_ _ --_--- __--__ ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ . ..i.-.... ______ 

1’676’ OOJI 

1971------ _-_____---_ ----- _ -~~~~~~__~~-- _ -------- _ ----- _ ___---- _ .______ 
7: 503: Do0 

1972- _____ __ ______________ * __________ __ _________.______ _ ________ _ ____ 
1973... -_____ _ ____--_ _ __________ _ _____-- __ _____________ ___ _____ __ ______ 

iizi%i 
14’ 972’ 000 

1974 ________________________ _ ________________________________________-- 76: 120: Ooo 

Wures ara from a Department of Defense response to a Senate Selact Committee document 
unclassified. 

request-and are 
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TABLE V.-TRAININ(! IN PANAMA1 

Fiscal year 
Number of 

PaPIe 
Number of 

Fecal year people 

1966 _____ _ ______________________________ 64 
1967...-....... __-_-- ___-_ _____---_____- 
1968 _____ _ ______- _ _____ _ _.____ ___ _____._ 
1969...-. __--__---____ _--____ _---_ _____ 

;f 

1970.. ________ __ -______ _ _______. ______._ 181 

lFigures are from a Department of Defense response to a Senate Select Committee dwument request and srs 
unclassified. 

1971___________ _ ____ ____ ___________ _ ____ 
197L.. --_____-- _ ____ ___ -____---___ _ --__ fi! 
1973 ___--_____ __ _____ _ -______ ___ _____-__ 257 
1974.-...- ___--_- __ _.~~~~_--~~~~~~~~~~- 260 

The Station proposed! in September, to provide information- 
some of it fabricated by the CIA-which would convince senior Chile- 
an Army officers that the Cnrabineros’ Znvestigaciones unit, with the 
a proval of Allende was acting in concert with Cuban intelligence 
(!&?I) to gather intelligence prejudicial to the Army high command. 
It was hoped that the effort would arouse the military against Allende’s 
involvement with the Cubans, inducing the armed services to press 
the government to alter its orientation and to move against it if neces- 
sary. A month later CIA Head uarters su 

P B 
gested that the deception 

operation be shelved, in favor o passing ‘ verifiable” information to 
the leader of the cou 
ceived as having the K 

group which Headquarters and the Station per- 
ighest probability of success. 

After a further Station request, Headquarters agreed to the o era- 
tion, with the objective of educatmg senior Chilean officers and I: 
in 

eep- 

a f 
them on alert. In December 1971 a, packet of material, including 

abricated letter, was passed to a Chilean officer outside Chile. The 
CIA did not receive an 
“information” had on t E 

subsequent reports on the effect, if any, this 
e Chilean military. While the initial concep- 

tion of the operation had included a series of such passages, no further 
packets were passed. 

The Station/Headquarters dialogue over the use of the intelligence 
network paralleled the discussion of the deception operation. In No- 
vember the Station suggested that the ultimate objective of the mili- 
tary penetration program was a military coup. Headquarters responded 
by rejecting that formulation of the objective, cautioning that the CIA 
did not have 40 Committee ap 
However, Headquarters acknow 7 

roval to become involved in a coup. 
edged the difficulty of drawing a firm 

line between monitoring coup plotting and becoming involved in it. 
It also realized that the U.S. government’s desire to be in clandestine 
contract with military plotters, for whatever purpose, might well 
imply to them U.S. support for their future plans. 

During 19’70-73, the Station collected operational intelligence neces- 
sary in the event of a coup-arrest lists, key civilian installations and 
personnel that needed protection, key government installations which 
need to be taken over, and government contingency plans which would 
be used in case of a military uprising. According to the CIA, the data 
was collected only against the contingency of future Headquarters 
requests and was never passed to the Chilean military. 

The intelligence network continued to report throughout 19’72 and 
1973 on coup plotting activities. During 1972 the Station continued to 
monitor the group which might mount a successful coup, and it spent 
a significantly greater amount of time and effort penetrating this 
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group than it had on previous groups. This group had originally come 
to the Station’s attention in October 1971. By January 1972 the Sta- 
tion had successfully penetrated it and was in contact through an 
intermediary with its leader. 

During late 1971 and early 1972, the CIA adopted a more active 
stance VZ.S ci vis its military penetration program, including a short- 
lived effort to subsidize a small anti-government news pamphlet di- ‘ 
rected at the armed services, its compilation of arrest lists and other 
operational data, and its deception operation. 

in 
Intelligence reporting on coup plotting reached two peak periods, one 
the last week of June 1973 and the other during the end of August 

and the first two weeks in September. It is clear the CIA received 
intelligence reports on the coup planning of the group which carried 
out the successful September 11 coup throughout the months of July, 
Au 

F 
st, and September 1973. 

he CIA’s information-gathering efforts with regard to the Chilean 
military included activity which went beyond the mere collection of 
information. More generally, those efforts must be viewed in the con- 
text of United States opposition, overt and covert, to the Allende 
government. They put the United States Government in contact with 
those Chileans who sought a milita.ry alternative to the Allende 
presidency. 

F. POST-1973 

1. Chile Since the Coup 

Following the September 11,1973, coup, the military Junta, led by 
General Augusto Pinochet, moved quickly to consolidate its newly 
acquired power. Political parties were banned, Congress was put in 
indefinite recess, press censorship was instituted, supporters of Allende 
and others deemed op 
tions were put ofi inde ii 

onents of the new regime were jailed, and elec- 
nitely. 

The prospects for the revival of democracy in Chile have improved 
little over the last two years. A 1975 National Intelligence Estimate 
stated that the Chilean armed forces were determined to oversee a 
prolonged political moratorium and to revamp the Chilean political 
system. The NIE stated that the Junt.a had est.ablished tight, authori- 
tarian controls over political life in Chile which generally continued 
in effect. It had outlawed Marxist parties in Chile as well as other 
parties which had comprised Allende’s coalition. In addition, the 
Christian Democratic and National parties had been placed in mvol- 
untary recess. These two parties were forbidden from engaging in 
political activity and restricted to purely housekeeping functions. 

In addition, charges concerning the violation of human rights in 
Chile continue to be directed at the Junta. Most recently, a United 
Nations report on Chile charged that “torture centers” are being op- 
erated in Santiago and other parts of the country. The lengthy docu- 
ment, issued October 14,1975, listed 11 centers where it says prisoners 
are being questioned “by methods amounting to torture.” The Pinochet 
government had originally offered full cooperation to the U.N. group, 
including complete freedom of movement m Chile. However, six days 
before the group’s arrival in Santiago, the government reversed itself 
and notified the group that the visit was cancelled. 
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2. CIA Po.&Coup Activities in Chile 

The covert action budget for Chile was cut back sharply after the 
coup and all the anti-Allende projects except for one, a major pro- 
paganda project, were terminated. Covert activities in Chile following 
the coup were either continuations or adaptations of earlier projects, 
rather than major new initiatives. 

The goal of covert action immediately following the coup was to 
assist the Junta in gaining a more positive image, both at home and 
abroad, and to maintain access to the command levels of the Chilean 
government. Another goal,, achieved in part through work done at the 
opposition research orgamzation before the coup, was to help the new 
government organize and implement new policies. Project files record 
that CIA collaborators were involved in preparing an initial overall 
economic plan which has served as the basis for the Junta’s most im- 
portant economic decisions. 

With regard to the continuing propaganda project, a number of 
activities, including the production of books, a mailing effort, a mili- 
tary collection program, and the media coordination effort were ter- 
minated. However, access to certain Chilean media outlets was retained 
in order to enable the CIA Station in Santiago to help build Chilean 
public support for the new government as well as to influence the direc- 
tion of the government, through pressures exerted by the mass media. 
These media outlets attempted to present the Junta in the most 
positive light for the Chilean public and to assist foreign journalists 
m Chile to obtain facts about the local situation. Further, two CIA col- 
laborators assisted the Junta in preparing a White Book of th Change 
of Governmmt in Chile. The White Book, published by the Junta 
shortly after the coup, was written to justify the overthrow of Al- 
lende. It was distributed widely both in Washington and in other 
foreign capitals. 

After the coup, the CIA renewed liaison relations with the Chilean 

§ 
overnment’s 
isrupted 

security and intelligence forces, relations which had been 
during the Allende period. Concern was expressed within 

the CIA that liaison with such organizations would lay the Agency 
open to charges of aiding’political repression; officials acknowledged 
that, while most of CIA’s support to the various Chilean forces would 
be designed to assist them in controlling subversion from abroad, the 
support could be adaptable to the control of internal subversion as 
well. However, the CIA made it clear to the Chileans at the outset 
that no CIA support would be provided for use in internal political 
repression. Furthermore, the CIA attempted to influence the Junta 
to maintain the norms the Junta had set in its “Instructions for 
Handling of Detainees” which closely followed the standards on 
human rights set by the 1949 Geneva Convention. 
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IV. Chile : Authorization, Assessment, and Oversight 

A. 40 CONMITTEE ATJTIIORIZATION AND CONTROL: CIIILE, 1969-1973 

I.40 Committee F~tmd0n.s and Procedures 

Throughout its history, the 40 Committee and its direct predeces- 
sors-the 303 Committee and the Special Group-have had one over- 
riding purpose; to exercise political control over covert operations 
abroad. The 40 Committee is charged with considering the objectives 
of any proposed activity, whether or not it would accomplish these 
aims, and in general whether or not it would be “proper” and in the 
American interest. Minutes and summaries of 40 Committee meetings 
on Chile indicate that, by and large, these considerations were dis- 
cussed and occasionally debated by 40 Committee members. 

In addition to exercising political control, the 40 Committee has 
been responsible for framing covert operations in such a way that they 
could later be “disavowed” or “plausiblg denied” by the United 
States government-or at least by the President. In the case of Chile, 
of course, this proved to be an impossible task. Not only was CIA 
involvement in Chile “blown,” but in September 1974, President Ford 
publicly acknowledged at a press conference U.S. covert involvement 
in Chile. 

Before covert action proposals are presented to the Director for 
submission to the 40 Committee, an internal CIA instruction states 
that the should be coordinated with the Department of State and 
that, w 6 znam’ly, concurrence by the ambassador to the country con- 
cerned is required. “Should,” and “ordinarily” were underscored for 
an important reason-major covert action proposals are not always co- 
ordinated among the various agencies. Nor, for that matter, are they 
always discussed and/or approved by the 40 Committee. The Chile 
case demonstrates that in at least one instance, the so-called Track 
II Activity, the President instructed the CIA not to inform nor coordi- 
nate this activity with the Departments of State or Defense or the 
ambassador in the field. Nor was the 40 Committee ever informed. 

Not all covert activities are approved by the 40 Committee. Projects 
not deemed politically risky or involving large sums of money can be 
approved within the CIA. By CL4 statistics, only about one-fourth 
of all covert action projects are considered by the 40 Committee. The 
Committee has not been able to determine what percentage of covert 
actlon projects conducted by the CIA in Chile were approved within 
the CIA or required 40 Committee authorization. Despite this fact, the 
Committee has found evidence of .p<oj&cts not considered by the 40 
Committee, thus conformi& to this general authorization rule. This 
is not to imply that the CIA undertook activities in Chile behind the 
back of the 40 Committee or without its approval. The Agency was 

(41) 
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simply following the authorization procedures for covert projects 
that then existed. These same procedures exist today. 

There have been numerous criticisms of 40 Committee procedures, 
some of which follow : 

The criteria by which covert, operations are brought before, the 
40 Committee appear to be fuzzy. The real degree of accountabil- 
ity for covert actions remains to be determined. 

There is a basic conflict between sufficient consultation to insure 
accountability and sound decisions on the one hand, and secure 
operations on the other. The risk of inadequate consultation may 
be aggravated by the more informal procedure of telephone clear- 
ances, which has been used by the 40 Committee for the last. few 
years. 

The review of covert actions by the 40 Committee does not 
appear to be searching or thorough. There still appears to be a 
serious risk that operations will end only when they come to grief. 

2. .$O Committee Approvds 

According to a chronology of 40 Committee meetings, the Commit- 
tea met on 23 separate occasions between March 1970 and October 1973 
to authorize funds for covert activities in Chile.’ During this period, 
the Committee authorized a total of $8.8 million for CIA covert activi- 
ties in Chile. Of this amount, $6.5 million was spent. 

The range of CIA activities in Chile approved by the 40 Committee 
included “spoiling” operations against Allende prior to the September 
4th election, assistance to Chilean political parties, a cont,ingency fund 
for Ambassador Kerry’s use to influence the October 24 congres- 
sional vote, purchase of a Chilean radio station to be used as a political 
opposition instrument against Allende, assistance to specific political 
candidates, emergency aid to keep the Santiago paper, El ilferc-urio, 
afloat, and support for an anti-Allende businessmen’s association. 

3. Policy Splits Within the 40 Committee 

Unanimity was not a hallmark of 40 Committee meetings on Chile, 
at least during the period April 1969 to October 1970. Stated simply, 
the State Department was generally skeptical about intervening in the 
Chilean electoral process, whereas the CIA, the U.S. Ambassador to 
Chile, the Defense Department, and the White House favored 
intervention. 

The question of whether anything should be done with regard to 
the September 1970 presidential election in Chile was first raised at a 
meetin 
Decem. %e 

of the 303 Committee on April 15, 1969. It was not until 
r 1969, however, that a joint Embassy-CIA proposal for a 

campaign directed against Allende was submitted to the Committee. 
At this December meeting, two State Department officials questioned 

1 The UBe of the term “40 Committee meetln 
At the outset of the Nixon Admlnlstratlon, the 4 8 

” must not be taken In a literal sense. 
Committee dld meet frequently to discuss 

and approve, as well a8 review, U.S. covert activities. However. witbln a relatively short 
period of time, these formal me&logs of the 40 Committee were replaced by less frequent 
meetings and a system of telephone clearances. Today the 40 Commlttoe rarely meets. Covert 
actlon proposals, prepared by the DCI. are dlstrlhoted to the various 40 CommIttee prlncl- 
pals and approvals or disapprovals are obtalned over the phone by the 40 Committee 
Special Qroup officer, a CIA ofecer on loan to the NSC staff. 
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the need for U.S. involvement in the election. One State official com- 
mented that an Allende victory would not be the same as a Communist 
victory. The U.S. Ambassador to Chile, Edward Korry, who had been 
recalled for consultation., disagreed. He stated that operationally one 
must treat an Allende vrctory as the same thing as a Communist vic- 
tory. Korry went on to state that, in his view, an Allende government 
would be worse than a Castro government. 

On March 25 1970, the 40 Committee approved a “spoiling opera- 
tion” against Allends and approved $125,000 for this pur 
however, the State Department, represented by Under 8 

ose. Again 
ecretary o! 

State U. Alexis Johnson, indicated that the Department remamed 
lukewarm to any involvement in the election and informed the 40 Com- 
mittee that the Department would be quite cool to a more positive 
approach. 

One further example of policy disagreement within the 40 Com- 
mittee was evidenced in a summary of a September 29,1970,40 Com- 
mittee meetin . This meeting occurred a little more than three weeks 
after Allende fl ad won his plurality victo 
tion of applying economic pressure to Chi e was raised, with the 7 

on September 4. The ues- 
1 ope 

that this pressure would create the conditions which would lead to a 
military coup. After a run-throu h of possible economic ressures that 
could be brought to bear on C % ile, provided by the B IA’s De 
Director for Plans Thomas Karamessines, Under Secretary of 8 

uty 
tate 

Johnson noted that to swerve from 40 Committee-type actron to eco- 
nomic warfare was tantamount to a change in foreign policy. Despite 
this concern, the 40 Committee did decide to increase economic pres- 
sures in Chile. The State Department was not happy with this turn of 
events. Assistant Secretary of State Charles Meyer remarked that 
should Allende be confirmed, the U.S. could lace the burden on 
Allende for all that he did, and, after all, he wo s d not be around for- 
ever. This view was not accepted by the CIA. Director Helms remarked 
at the meeting that Allende s Marxist renouncements should be taken 
at face value while Karamessines a B ded that a hands-off policy in 
Chile at this time would be read as the U.S. throwing in the sponge. 
As evidenced by later 40 Committee authorizations, the sponge was 
not thrown in. 

B. INTELJXQENCZ Esnmrzs AND COVERT ACTION 

The intelligence community produces several kinds of assessments 
for policy makers. Of these, the most important are National Intel- 
ligence Estimates . (.NIEs)-joint, agreed assessment of foreign 
pol+cs and capablhtles-produced by the U.S. intelligence com- 
muxnty. 3’1~s section, based on a review of NIEs and other intelligence 
memoranda 2 regarding Chile written during 1969-1973 will trace the 
intelligence community’s best estimates of what an dlende govern- 
ment signified for U.S. interests. 

NIBS are approved by the United States Intelligence Board 
(USIB) ; dissenting agencies can register footnotes, Prior to 1973, 
a formal Board of National Estimates supervised the production of 

PThese include Intellieence Memoranda produced by the CIA’s 05~ of Current Intel- 
ligence (OCI) and Intelligence Notes produced p the State Department’s Bureau of 
Intelligence and Research (INR). 
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drafts by a special Office of National Estimates. In 19’73, that struc- 
ture was replaced by a system of National Intelligence Officers 
(NIOs) , senior analysts drawn from the CIA and other intelligence 
agencies. 

There have been persistent criticisms of NIEs and many of these 
remain with the new structure: the documents are least-common-de- 
nominator compromises and thus are of little value to policy makers; 
they are oriented toward short-range predictions rather than long- 
run assessments. Another criticism deals not with the NIEs them- 
selves but with their use or abuse. It is charged that policy makers 
ignore NIEs or consult them only when estimates confirm their pre- 
existing policy preferences. 

1. The Chile Estimates 

Between 1969 and 1973, five Chile NIEs were produced, one in each 
year. In addition, several Intelligence Memoranda and Intelligence 
Notes relating to Chile were prepared by CIA and State, The likely 
policies and goals of an Allende administration, as predlcted by the 
intelligence community, follow. 

A. CHILE UNDER ALLENDE 

A July 1970 Chile NIE, prepared a little over a month before the 
September eli%$ion, raised the question of what an Allende victory 
would mean ti Chile and the United States. The NIE occasioned con- 
siderable disagreenient, within the Washington community. The dis- 
agreement reflected a division between the De 
side and the U.S. Ambassador and the CIA if 

artment of State on one 
tation on the other. The 

latter position was that an Allende victor? would mean th? gradual 
imposition of a cl,assic Marxist-Leninist regime in Chile. This position 
was reflected, with some qualifying remarks, in the NIE. 

The 1970 NIE stated, in strong terms, that an Allende admjnistra- 
tion would proceed as rapidly as possible toward the estabhshment 
of a Marxist-Socialist state. It n-ould be a Chilean version of a Soviet- 
style East European Communist state. The intelligence community pre- 
dictecl that although democracy was likely to survive in Chile over 
the next two or three years, Allende could take Chile a long way down 
t.he Marxist-Socialist road during the six years of his administration. 
To do this, however, he would have to surmount some very important 
obstacles, such as Chile’s securit forces, the Christian Democra.tic 
Party, some elements of organize CT labor, the Congress, and the Catho- 
lic Church. The NIE noted that Allende undoubtedly expected prog- 
ress on basic bread and butter issues which would afford him an op- 
portunity to secure control of the Congress in the. 1973 election and 
thereby enable him to impose a socialist state of the Marxist variety by 
the via pacifica (“peaceful road”). 

The next NIE Issued on Chile, in August 1971, was less shrill on 
t,he threat which Allende represented to Chilean democracy. He had 
been in office nine months. The NIE stated that the consolidation 
of Marxist political leadership in Chile vas not inevitable and that 
,411ende had a long, hard way to go to achieve this. The NIE warned, 
however, that although Allende would almost certainly prefer to ad- 
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here to constitutional means, he was likely to be impelled to use politi- 
cal techniques of increasingly dubious legality to perpetuate his coali- 
tion and power. Up to that point, the NIE observed, Allende had taken 
great care to observe constitutional forms and was enjoying consrder- 
able popularity in Chile. 

The next NIE came out in June 19’72. The prospects for the con- 
tinuation of democracy in Chile appeared to be better than at an.y.time 
since Allende’s inauguration. The NIE stated that the traditional 
political system in Chile continued to demonstrate remarkable resi- 
liency. Legislative, student, and trade union elections continued to 
take place in normal fashion, with pro-government forces accepting 
the results when they were adverse. The NIE noted that the Christian 
Democratic Party and the National Party had used their combined 
control of both Houses of Congress to stall government initiatives and 
to pass legislation desi 

et? 
ed to curtail Allende’s powers. In addition, 

the opposition news m ia had been able to resist government intimida- 
tion and persisted in denouncing the government. The NIE concluded 
that the most likely course of events in Chile for the next year or SO 

would be moves by Allende toward slowing the pace of his revolution 
in order to accommodate the opposition and to preserve the gains he 
had already made. 

One final NIE on Chile was issued prior to Allende’s overthrow in 
September 1973. That NIE focused on the respects for the consolida- 
tion of power by Allende’s regime. It cone uded that at that juncture P 
a olitical standoff seemed to be the most likely course of events in 
C&a.The NIE stated that Allende had not consolidated the power 
of his Marxist regime ; the bulk of low-income Chileans believed that 
he had improved their conditions and represented their interests; and 
the. growth in support for his coalition reflected his political ability 
as well as the popularity of his measures. The NIE did warn, how- 
ever, that the growing polarization of the Chilean society was wearing 
away the Chilean predilection for’political compromise. Nevertheless, 
the analysts predicted that there was only an outside chance that the 
military would move to force Allende from office. 

B. U.S.-CHILEAN RELATIONS 

Almost two years before Allende was elected, the intelligence com- 
munity predicted that future U.S.-Chilean relations would be under 
repeated strains, regardless of which party won the 1970 presidential 
election. A 1969 NIE stated that whoever succeeded Frei in the presi- 
dency was likely to continue to stress Chilean independence, to be less 
cooperative with the U.S. than Frei had been, and to explore somewhat 
broader relations with communist countries. This NIE noted that were 
Allende to win, his administration would almost certainly take steps 
aimed at moving Chile away from the U.S. The NIE also observed that 
steps toward either government participation in or outright nationali- 
zation of U.S. copper holdings in Chile were inevitable. 

A 1970 NIE, issued one month before Allende’s September victory, 
was quite pessimistic about future U.S.-Chilean relations. It stated 
that if Allende were to win the election, he would almost certain1 take 
harsh measures against U.S. business interests in Chile and cha 9 lenge 
U.S. policies in the hemisphere. The NIE cited several foreign policy 
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problems an Allende regime would 
nition of Cuba, possible withdrawa P 

ose for the U.S., including recog- 
from the OAS, the deterioration 

of relations with Argentina, and anti-U.S. votes in the United Nations. 
The NIE predicted, however, that Allende would probably not seek a 
break with the United States over the next two years. 

A 1971 NIE, issued ten months into Allende’s term in office, stated 
that U.S.-Chilean relations were dominated by the problems of na- 
tionalization, although Allende himself seemed to wish to avoid a 
confrontation. A 1972 Chile NIE noted that Allende, to date, had 
sought to avoid irreparable damage to his relations with Washing- 
ton. Although the major problem concerning U.S.-Chilean relations 
continued to be that of compensation for the nationalization of U.S. 
companies, the 1972 NIE stated that Allende had taken pains to pub- 
licly stress his desire for amicable relations. A 1973 NIE concluded 
that Allende had kept lines open to Washington on possible Chilean 
compensation for expropriated U.S. copper companies. 

C. ALLENDE’S RELATIOSS WITH 6OCIALIST COUNTRIES 

The 1969 Chile NIE predicted that any new administration would 
explore somewhat broader relations with communist and socialist 
countries. The NIE noted that Allende, in particular, would take 
such steps but that even he would be deterred from moving too far 
in this direction due to a Chilean nationalism which would as strongly 
oppose subordinating Chile to the tutelage of Moscow or Havana as 
to Washin 

P 
n. Allende did, over the years, expand Chile’s relations 

with socia ist and communist countries. However, Allende was, as 
a 1971 NIE stated, careful not to subordinate Chilean interests to any 
communist or socialist power or to break existing ties with non-com- 
munist nations on whom he continued to rely for aid. Chile NIEs in 
1971 and 1972 emphasized that Allende was charting an independent, 
nationalistic course, both within the hemisphere and internationally. 
Allende was, in short, committed to a policy of non-alignment. 

D. ALLENDE’S TIES WITH CUBA 

The 1970 NIE on Chile predicted that Allende would recognize 
Cuba. He did so, shortly after he was inaugurated. However, the pat- 
tern of Chilean-Cuban relations was described in a 1971 NIE as one 
of ideological distance and closer economic ties. The NIE stated that 
despite Allende’s long-standing personal relationship with Castro, he 
had refrained from excessive overtures to him. A 1972 NIE noted 
that Havana had been circumspect about trying to use Chile as a base 
for promoting revolution throughout Latin America. 

E. SOVIET INFLUESCE IN CIIILE 

Concern about the expansion of Soviet influence in Chile under 
Allende and the possible establishment of a major Soviet military 
presence was expressed in 1970. A 1971 NIE predicted that although 
the Soviet Union would continue to cultivate channels of influence into 
hllende’s 
probably % 

overnment through the Chilean Communist Party, it would 
e unsure of its ability to make a decisive impact on key 
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issues given Allende’s desire for an independent posture. The same 
NIE noted that neither Allende nor the Chilean military establish- 
ment would probably tolerate a permanent Soviet military presence 
in Chile. A 1972 Chile NIE focused on the Soviet attitude to the 
Allende re ‘me and noted that Soviet overtures to Allende had thus 
far been c fz aracterized by caution and restraint. This was, in part, 
due to Soviet reluctance to antaoonize the U.S. and, more importantly, 
a Soviet desire to avoid with Aylende the type of open-ended commit- 
ment for aid that they had entered into with Castro. A 1972 Intelli- 
gence. Note, prepared by the State Department, stated that a Soviet- 
Chilean communique, issued following Allende’s December visit to the 
USSR, reflected Moscow’s decision to continue a cautious policy to- 
ward Chile and to avoid a major open-ended commitment of aid to 
Allende. According to the Intelligence Note, the Soviets apparently ad- 
vised Allende to negotiate his differences with the U.S. 

F. CHILE AS A BASE FOR LATIN AMERICAN SUBVERSION 

Prior to Allende’s election, concern was ex 
s 

ressed about Chilean 
subversion in other countries. An Intelligence emorandum, prepared 
by the CIA and issued shortly after Allende’s September 4 plurality 
vmtory, stated that Chile had long been a relatively open country for 
extreme leftists and would become even more so under Allende. The 
Memorandum noted, however, that Allende would be cautious in pro- 
viding assistance to extremists for fear of provoking a milita reac- 
tion in his own country. The Memorandum went on to observe t T at the 
degree to which revolutionar 
as a base of operations would t 

groups would be allowed to use Chile 
e limited to some extent by the orthodox 

Communist Party in Chile which opposed violence-prone 
State Department Intelligence Note, prepared in June F 

oups. A 
19 1, stated 

that, contrary to some earlier indications that Allende might provide 
clandestine assistance to neighboring insurgency movements, evidence 
to date suggested that he had been sensitive to the concerns of neigh- 
boring governments and had sought to avoid action which would 
strain bilateral relations. The Intelhgence Note stated that Chile had 
warned Argentine and Mexican expatriates that they could reside in 
Chile only if they did not engage in political activities and that some 
of the more politically active Brazilian exiles had been encouraged to 
depart Chile. The Note concluded by predicting that it was unlikely 
that Allende would provide financial support or training to facilitate 
the export of insurgency. A 1972 NIB stated that Allende had gone 
to great lengths to convince his Latin American neighbors that he did 
not share Castro’s revolutionary goals ; although some revolutionaries 
in Chile had received arms and funds from extremists in Allende’s 
political coalition, this had probably not occurred at his behest. 

0. THREAT ASSESSMEXT 

The most direct statement concerning the threat an Allende regime 
would pose to the United States was contained in a CIA Intelligence 
Memorandum, issued shortly after Allende’s September 4 election vic- 
tory. The Memorandum summarized the views of the Interdepart- 
mental Group for Inter-American Affairs, which prepared the re- 
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sponse to National Security Study Memorandum 97. The Group, made 
up of officials representing CIA, State, Defense, and the White House, 
concluded that the United States had no vital interests within Chile, 
the world military balance of power would not be significantly altered 
by an Sllende regime, and an Allende victory in Chile would not pose 
any likely threat to the peace of the region. The Group noted, however, 
that an Allende victory would threaten hemis heric cohesion and 
would represent a psychological setback to the U. ‘. as well as a definite 9 
advance for the Marxist idea. 

2. Estimates and Covert Action 

As a result of this look at the Chile estimates, a number of comments 
can be made concerning them and their relation to decisions about 
covert action : 

(a) Despite the view expressed by the Interdepartmental Group, 
and reported in a CIA Intelligence Memorandum, that the U.S. had 
no vital national interest in Chile, the decision was made by the Execu- 
tive Branch to intervene in that nation’s internal political and economic 
affairs, before the election, between it and the congressional vote and 
during Allende’s tenure in office. 

It appears that the Chile NIEs were either, at best, selectively used 
or, at worst, disregarded by policy makers when the time came to make 
decisions regarding U.S. covert involvement in Chile. 40 Committee 
decisions regarding Chile reflected greater concern about the internal 
and international consequences of an Allende government than was re- 
flected in the intelligence estimates. At the same time as the Chile 
NIEs were becoming less shrill, the 40 Committee authorized greater 
amounts of money for covert operations in Chile. The amounts author- 
ized by the 40 Committee rose from $1.5 million in 1970 to $3.6 million 
in 1971, $2.5 million in 1972, and, during the first eight months of 1973, 
$1.2 million. Covert action decisions were not, in short, entirely con- 
sistent with intelligence estimates. 

(b) As noted, NIEs are designed to provide economic and 
uf 

olitical 
assessments and an analysis of trends. As such, they are v nerable 
to being interpreted by policymakers to support whatever conclusions 
the policymakers wish to draw from them, The estimates do, however, 
serve to narrow the range of uncertainty about future events in Chile, 
and thus narrow the range of justifiable U.S. policies. But a range 
remained. 

For example, a 1971 estimate stated that, on the one hand, Allende 
was moving skillfully and confidently toward his declared goal of 
building a revolutionary nationalistic, socialist society on Marxist prin- 
ciples, but, on the other hand, the consolidation of the Marxist politi- 
cal leadership in Chile was not inevitable, and Allende had a lon 
hard way to go to achieve.this. As a further example, a 1973 NIE whit 

, 
% 

addressed the possibility of enhanced Soviet influence in Chile stated 
that the Soviets were interested both in increasing their influence in 
South America and in Allende’s successful coalition of leftist parties 
as a model for a Marxist revolution through election. Yet, the estimate 
went on to say that the Soviets did not want another Cuba on their 
hands and they were reluctant to antagonize the U.S. 
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(c) The Committee has determined that the analysts responsible 
for drawing up the Chile NIEs were not privy to information con- 
cerning covert operations approved by the 40 Committ,ee and bein.g 
implemented in Chile by the CIA operators. The explanation for this 
is CL4 compartmentation. Analysts and operators often exist in sepa- 
rate worlds. Information available to the Operations Directorate is 
not always available to the Intelligence Directorate. As a result, those 
who \vere responsible for preparing NIEs on Chile appear not to have 
had access to certain information which could have added to, or sub- 
stantially revised, their assessments and predictions. That fiat was 
telling. It meant! for example,, that the 1972 assessment of the durability 
of opposition sectors Kas wrlttcn without knowledge of covert Ameri- 
can funding of precisely those sectors. Thus, there was no estimate of 
whether those sectors would survive absent I, .S. money. 

C. COXGFGZSIONAL OVERSIGHT 

With regard to covert action in Chile between April 1964 and Decem- 
ber 1974, CIA’s consultation with its Congressional oversight com- 
mittees-and thus Congress’ exercise of its oversight function-was 
inadequate. The CIA did not volunteer detailed information; Congress 
most often did not seek it. 

Beginning in 1973, numerous public allegations were made concern- 
ing activities undertaken by the CIA in Chile. In response, Congress 
began to assume greater control in the exercise of its oversight func- 
tion-which it had badly neglected in the past--both in the number 
and depth of consultations with the Central Intelligence A 
to 1973 there were twenty meetings between Congressiona B 

ency. Prior 
committees 

and the CIA regarding Chile; these meetings were held with the 
House and Senate Armed Services and Appropriation Committees 
in their Intelligence Subcommittees. From March 1973 to December 
1974 there were thirteen meetings held not only with these Commit- 
tees, but also before the Senate Foreign Relations Subcommittee on 
Multinational Corporations and the House Foreign Affairs Subcom- 
mittee on Inter-American Affairs. 

Based on CIA records, there were a total of fifty-three CIA Con- 
gressional briefings on Chile between 1964 and 1974. At thirty-one 
of these meetings, there Fas some discussion of covert action; special 
releases of funds for covert action were discussed at twenty-three of 
them. After January 1973 these briefings were concerned with past 
CIA covert activity. From information currently in the possession 
of the Committea and public sources, several tentative conclusions 
emerge: on several important occasions the CIA did not report on 
covert action until quite long after the fact; and in one case-Track 
II-it omitted discussion of an important, closely held operation, 
but one whose outcome reverberated on the foreign policy of the 
United States and carried implications for domestic affairs as well. 

Of the thirty-three covert action projects undertaken in Chile with 
40 Committee approval during the period 1963-1974, Congress was 
briefed in some fashion on eight.3 Presumbly the twent -five others 
were undertaken without Congressional consultation. Tir ese twenty- 

3 Under section 622 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1974. the Director of Central 
Intelligence is required to notify six Congressional oversight committees of every 40 
Committee approval mee the President has issued a 5nding that the project 1s necessary 
for the natlonal security of the United States. 
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five projects included : the $1.2 million authorization in 1971, half of 
which was spent to purchase radio stations and newspapers while the 
other half went to support munici 

P 
al candidates and anti-Allende 

political parties; and the additiona expenditure of $815,000 in late 
1971 to provide support to opposition parties. 

Of the total of over thirteen million dollars actually spent by the 
CIA on covert action operations in Chile between 1963 and 1974, Con- 
gress received some kind of briefin 
after the fact) on projects totaling a ifi 

(sometimes before, sometimes 
out 7.1 million dollars. Further, 

Congressional oversight committees were not consulted about projects 
which were not reviemed by the full 40 Committee. One of these was 
the Track II attempt to foment a milita .T coy in 197Q. The other- 
a later CIA project involving contacts wrt Chl ean military officers- 
was an intelligence collection project and thus did not come before the 
40 Committee, even though in this instance the political importance of 
the project was clear. 
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V. Preliminary Conclusions 

Underlying all discussion of American interference in the internal 
affairs of Chile is the basic question of why the United States ini- 
tially mounted such an extensive covert action program in Chile-and 
Thy it continued, and even expanded, in the early 1970s. 

Covert action has been a key element of U.S. foreign policy toward 
Chile. The link between covert action and foreign policy Fvas obvious 
throughout the decade between 1964 and 1974. In 1964, the United 
States commitment to democratic reform via the Alliance for Progress 
and overt foreign aid was buttressed via covert support for the elec- 
tion of the candidate of the Christian Democratic party, a candidate 
and a 
the U. 8 

arty for which the Alliance seemed tailor made. During 1970 
. Government tried, covertly, to 

ing President of Chile. When that faile x 
revent Allende from. becom- 

? covert support to his OPPO- 
sitron formed one of a tri&l of official $ctlons : covert aid to opposition 
forces, “cool but correct” diplomatic posture, and economic pressure. 
From support of what the United States considered to be democratic 
and progressive forces in Chile we had moved finally to advocating 
and encouraging the overthrow of a democratically elected govern- 
ment. 

A. COVERT L~c~ox AND U.S. FOREIGN POLICY 

In 1964, the United States became massively involved in covert 
activity in Chile. This involvement was seen by U.S. policy-makers as 
consistent with overall American foreign policy and the goals of the 
Alliance for Progress. The election of a moderate left candidate in 
Chile was a cornerstone of U.S. policy toward Latin America. 

It is unclear from the record whether the 1964 election project was 
intended to be a one-time intervention in support of a good cause. It 
is clear that the scale of the involvement generated commitments and 
expectations on both sides. For the United States, it created assets 
and channels of funding which could be used again. For the Chilean 
groups receiving CIA funds, that funding became an expectation, 
counted upon. Thus, when opposition to Allende became the primary 
objective of covert action in 1970, the structure for covert action de- 
veloped through covert assistance to political parties in 1964 was well 
est:~blished. 

-1 fundamental question raised by the 
Af 

attern of U.S. covert acti- 
vities persists : Did the Threat to vital U. . national secum’ty interests 
poCscd by the Presidency of SalTador AZbnde justify the several rnujor 
rol*ert attempts to prevent his accession to poa*er? Three American 
Presidents and their senior advisors evidently thought so. 

One rationale for covert intervention in Chilean politics was spelled 
out by Henry Iiissinger in his background briefing to the press on 
September 16, 1970, the day after Nixon’s meeting Kith Helms. He 
nr.gned that an Allende victory would be irreversible within Chile, 
might affect neighboring nations and would pose “massive problems” 
for the U.S. in Latin America : 

(51) 
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I have yet to meet somebody who firmly believes that if Allende 
wins, there is likely to be another free election in Chile. . . . Now it 
is fairly easy for one to predict that if Allende wins, there is a good 
chance that he will establish over a period of years some sort of 
communist government. In that case, we would have one not on an 
island off the coast (Cuba) which has not a traditional relation- 
ship and impact on Latin America, but in a major Latin American 
country you would have a communist government, joining, for 
example, Argentine . . . Peru . . . and Bolivia. . . . So I don’t think 
we should delude ourselves on anAllende takeover and Chile would 
not present massive problems for us, and for democratic forces 
and for pro-U.S. forces in Latin America, and indeed to the whole 
Western Hemisphere. 

Another rationale for U.S. involvement in the internal affairs of 
Chile was offered by a high-ranking official who testified before the 
Committee. He spoke of Chile’s osition in a worldwide strategic chess 
game in 1970. In this analogy, !P ortugal might be a bishop, Chile a 
couple of pawns,.perhaps more. In the worldwide strategic chess 
game, once a positron was lost, a series of consequences followed. U.S. 
enemies would proceed to exploit the new opportnnity, and our ability 
to cope with the challenge would be limited by any American 10s~. 

B. EXECIDTVJS COMMAND AND CONTROL OF MAJOR Comm ACITON 

In pursuing the Chilean chess game, particularly the efforts to pre- 
vent Allende’s accession to power ‘or his maintaining power once 
elected, Executive command and control of major covert action was 
tight and well directed. Procedures within the CIA for controlling 
the programs were well defined and the procedures made Station of- 
ficials accountable to their supervisors in Washington. Unilateral ac- 
tions on the part of the Station were virtually impossible. 

But the central issue of command and control is accountability: 
procedures for insuring that covert actions are and remain accountable 
both to the senior political and foreign policy officials of the Executive 
Branch and to the Congress. 

The record of covert activities in Chile suggests that, although es- 
tablished executive processes of authorization and control were gen- 
erally adhered to, there were-and remain-genuine shortcomings to 
these processes : 

Decisions about which covert action projects are submitted to the 40 
Committee were and are made within the CIA on the basis of the 
Agency’s determination of the political sensitivity of a project. 

The form in which covert action projects were cleared with Ambas- 
sadors and other State Department officials varied. It depended-and 
still depends--on how interested Ambassadors are and how forthcom- 
ing their Station Chiefs are. 

Once major projects are approved by the 40 Committee, they often 
continue without searching re-examination by the Committee. The 
Agency conducts annual reviews of on-going projects, but the 40 Com- 
mittee does not undertake a review unless a project is recommended 
for renewal, or there is some important change in content or amount. 

There is also the problem of controlling clandestine projects not 
labeled “covert action.” Clandestine collection of human intelligence 
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is not the subject of 40 Committee review. But those projects may be 
just as politically sensitive as a “covert action”;, witness U.S. contacts 
with the Chilean military during 19%‘i3. Similarly, for security 
reasons, ambassadors generally know CIA assets only by general de- 
scription, not by name. That practice may be acceptable, provided 
the description ‘;s detailed enough to inform the ambassador of the 
risk posed by the development of a particular assets and to allow 
the ambassador to decide whether or not that asset should be used. 

There remains the question of the dangers which arise when the 
very mechanisms established by the Executive Branch for insuring 
internal accountability are circumvented or frustrated. 

By Presidential instruction, Track II was to be operated without 
informing the U.S. Ambassador in Santiago, the State Department, 
or any 40 Committee member save Henry Kissin er. The President 
and his senior advisors thus denied themselves the cf overnment’s major 
sources of counsel about Chilean politics. And the Ambassador in 
Santiago was left in the position of having to deal with any adverse 
politioal spill-over from a project of which he was not informed. 

The danger was greater still. Whatever the truth about communica- 
tion between the CIA and the White House after October 15,19’70- 
an issue which is the subject of conflicting testimony-all participants 
agreed that Track II constituted a broad mandate to the CIA. The 
Agency was given to believe it had virtual carte blamche authority ; 
moreover, it felt under extreme pressure to prevent Allende from com- 
ing to power, by military coup if necessary. It was given little guid- 
ance about what subsequent clearances it needed to obtain from 
the White House. Under these conditions, CIA consultation with the 
White House in advance of specific actions was less than meticulous. 

C. THE ROLE OF CONGRESS 

In the hands of Congress rests the responsibility for insuring that 
the Executive Branch is held to full political accountability for covert 
activities. The record on Chile is mixed and muted by its incomplete- 
ness. 

CIA records note a number of briefings of Congressional commit- 
tees about covert action in Chile. Those records, however, do not re- 
real the timeliness or the level of detail of these briefings. Indeed, the 
record suggests that the briefings were often after the fact and in- 
complete. The situation improved after 1973, apparently as Congres- 
sional committees became more persistent in the exercise of their over- 
sight function. Furthermore, Sec. 662 of the Foreign Assistance Act 
should make it impossible for major projects to be operated without 
the appropriate Congressional committees being informed. 

The record leaves unanswered a number of questions. These per- 
tain both to how forthcoming the Agency was and how interested 
and persistent the Congressional committees were. Were members 
of Congress, for instance, given the opportunity to object to specific 
projects before the projects were implemented? Did they want to? 
There is also an issue of jurisdiction. CIA and State Department 
officials have taken the position that they are authorized to reveal 
Agency operations only to the appropriate oversight committees. 
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D. INTELLIGENCE JUDGMENTS AND COVERT OPERATIONS 

A review of the intelligence judgments on Chile offered by U.S. 
analysts during the critical period from 1970-1973 has not established 
whether these ludgments were taken into account when U.S. policy- 
makers formulated and approved U.S. covert operations. This 
examination of the relevant intelligence estimates and memoranda 
has established that the judgments of the analysts suggested caution 
and restraint while the political imperatives demanded action. 

Even within the Central Intelligence Agency, processes for bring- 
ing considered judgments of intelligence analysts to bear on proposed 
covert actions were haphazard-and generally ineffective. This situa- 
tion has improved ; covert action proposals now regularly come before 
the Deputy Director for Intelligence and the appropriate National 
Intelligence Officer; but the operators still are’separated from the 
intelligence analysts, those whose exclusive business it is to understand 
and predict foreign politics. For instance, the analysts who drafted the 
government’s most prestigious intelligence analyses-NIEs-may not 
even have known of U.S. covert actions in Chile. 

The Chilean experience does suggest that the Committee give ser- 
ious consideration to the possibility that lodging the responsibility 
for national estimates and conduct of operational activities. vvith the 
same person-the Director of Central Intelligencwreates an in- 
herent conflict of interest and judgment. 

E. EFFECTS OF MAJOR &WERT ACTION PR~CRAMS 

Covert Action programs as costly and as complex as several mounted 
by the United States in Chile are unlikely to remain covert. In Chile 
in 1964, there was simply too much unexplained money, too many 
leaflets, too many broadcasts. That t.he United States was involved in 
the election has been taken for granted in Latin America for many 
years. 

The involvement in 1964 created a presumption in Chile and else- 
where in Latin America that the United States Government would 
again be involved in 1970. This made secrecy still harder to ma&in, 
even though the CIA involvement was much smaller in 1970 than 
it had been in 1964. 

When covert actions in Chile became public knowledge, the costs 
were obvious. The United States was seen, by its covert actions, to 
have contradicted not only its official declarations but its treaty corn- 
mltments and principles of long standing. At the same time it was 
proclaiming a “low profile” in Latin American relations, the U.S. 
Government was seeking to foment a coup in Chile. 

The costs of major covert ventures which are “blown” are clear 
enough. But there may be costs to pay even if the operations could 
remain secret for long periods of time. Some of these costs may 
accrue even within the calculus of covert operations: successes may 
turn to failures. Several officials from whom the Committee took 
testimony suggested that the poor showin 
Democrats in 1970 was, in some part, attrl .% 

of the Chilean Christian 
utable to previous Ameri- 

can covert support. Of course there were many causes of that poor 
showing, but in 1964 the PDC had been spared the need of develop- 
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ing some of its own grass roots organization. The CIA did much of 
that for it. In 1970, with less CIA activity on behalf of the Christian 
Democratic Party, the PDC faltered. 

Of course, the more important costs, even of covert actions which 
remain secret, are those to American ideals of relations among nations 
and of constitutional government. In the case of Chile, some of those 
costs were far from abstract: witness the involvement of United 
States military officers in the Track II attempt to overthrow a COA- 

stitutionally-elected civilian government. 
There are also long-term effects of covert actions. Many of those 

may be adverse. They touch American as well as foreign institutions. 
The Chilean institutions that the United States most favored may 

have been discredited within their own societies by the fact of their 
covert support. In Latin America particularly, even the suspicion of 
CIA support may be the kiss of death. It would be the final irony of 
a decade of covert action in Chile if that action destroyed the credi- 
bility of the Chilean Christian Democrats. 

The effects on American institutions are less obvious but no less im- 
portant. U.S. private and governmental institutions with overt, legiti- 
mate purposes of their own may have been discredited by the 
pervasiveness of covert action. Even if particular institutions were not 
involved in covert action, they may have been corrupted in the percep- 
tion of Latin Americans because of the pervasiveness of clandestine 
U.S. activity. 

In the end, the whole of U.S. policy making may be affected. The 
availability of an “extra” means may alter oflicials’ assessment of the 
costs and rationales of overt policies. It may postpone the da when 
outmoded policies are abandoned and new ones adopted. Aqua b 1 
1964 election project was part of a “progressive” approach to 

, the 
i5 ile. 

The pro’ect was justified, if perhaps not actually sustained, b 
sire to e ect democratic reformers. By 1970, covert action ha 1 fK 

the de- 
become 

completely defensive in character : to prevent the election of Allende. 
The United States professed a “low refile” but at the same time acted 
covertly to ensure that the Chilean e P 
file” notwithstanding. 

ections came out right, “low pro- 

A special case for concern is the relationship between intelligence 
agencies and multinational corporations. 

In 1970, U.S. Government policy prohibited covert CIA support to 
a single party or candidate. At the same time, the CIA provided ad- 
vice to an American-based multinational corporation on how to fur- 
nish just such direct support. That raised all of the dangers of ex- 
posure, and eliminated many of the safeguards and controls normally 
present m exclusively CIA covert operations. There was the appear- 
ance of an improperly close relationship between the CIA and multi- 
national companies when former Director John McCone used contacts 
and information gained while at the CIA to advise a corporation on 
whose Board of Directors he sat. This appearance was heightened be- 
cause the contacts between the Agency and the corporation in I970 
extended to discussing and even planning corporate intervention in 
the Chilean electoral process. 

The problem of cooperation is exacerbated when a cooperating com- 
pany-such as ITT-is called to give testimony before an appropriate 
Congressional Committee. The Agency may then be confronted with 



203 

56 

the question of whether to come forward to set the record straight 
when it believes that testimony given on behalf of a cooperating com- 
pany is untrue. The situation is difficult, for in coming forward the 
Agency may reveal sensitive sources and methods by which it learned 
the facts or may make public the existence of ongoing covert 
operations. 

This report does not attempt to offer a final judgment on the po- 
litical propriety, the morality, or even the effectiveness of American 
covert activity in Chile. Did the threat posed by an Allende presidency 
justify covert American involvement in Chile! Did it justify the spe- 
cific and unusual attempt to foment a military coup to deny Allende 
the presidency? In 1970, the U.S. sought to foster a military coup 
in Chile to prevent Allende’s accession to power; yet after 1970 the 
governmentaccordin to the testimon of its officials-did not en- 
gage in coup plotting. %v as 1970 a mista iT e, an aberration ? Or was the 
threat 

R 
osed to the national security intirests of the United States so 

grave t at the government was remiss in not seeking his downfall di- 
rectly during 1970-73 8 What responsibility does the United States 
bear for the cruelty and political sup ression that have become the 
hallmark of the present regime in Chile $ 

On these questions Committee members may differ. So may Ameri- 
can citizens. Yet the Committee’s mandate is less to judge the past 
than to recommend for the future. Movin 
guidelines, what is important to note is t % 

from past cases to future 
at covert action has been 

perceived as a middle ground between diplomatic representation and 
the overt use of military force. In the case of Chile, that middle ground 
may have been far too broad. Given the costs of covert action, it should 
be resorted to only to counter severe threats to the national security of 
the United States. It is far from clear that that was the case in Chile. 
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Appendix 
CHROSOLOGY : CHILE 1962-1975 ’ 

1963 
RpeciuZ Group apprwes $50,000 to strengthen Chridian 

Democratic Party (PDC) ; 8ub8eqUf??d~ approve8 an 
additional $180,000 to strengthen PDC and it8 leader, 
Eduardo Frei. 

196.9 
BpeoiaZ Group approve8 $30,000 for a lea&r q the Radi- 

cal Party (PR) ; later apprwes an additional $90,000 
to support PR candidate8 in April munioipal e&ctions. 

Municipal election results show PDC has replaced PR 
as Chile’s largest party. 

1964 

April 8 

April 

Maw 

September 4 

October 2 

March 7 

November 15 

June 16 

JuZfi 12 

March 1 

April 15 

spedal Group approves SS,OOO,OOO to ensure election Of 
PDC candidate Eduardo Frei. 

NpeoiaZ Group approves $160,000 to support PDC sZum 
dwellers and peasant organizations. 

Ezr;zteFrei elected President with 55.7 percent of 

Ralph A. Dungan appointed U.8. dmbcrssadbr to Chile. 

1965 
SOS Committee approve8 $175,000 to assist selected can- 

&date8 in Congreasiond el4xtione. 
PDC wins absolute majority in Chamber of Deputies; 

becomes largest party in Senate. 
Salvador Allende, in an interview reported in the New 

.‘Ptik Tinwg, ‘sugge&a the U.S. was among certain 
“otikside forces” that ‘had caused his defeat in the 
1964 presidential election. 

1967 
Edward H. Eorrg repZaeea Ralph A. Dungan aa U.k 

Ambaazdor to Ch.ile. 
SOS Committee approves SSO,OOd to etrengthen a faction 

of the Radical Party. 
1968 

SOS Committee approves $550,000 to adat selected wn- 
&dates h Yaroh 1969 oongresefotlal elections. 

1969 
Congressional elections reflect an increase in support for 

the National Party and a resulting loss in Christian 
Democratic strength. 

At a meeting of the SOS Committee the queelion i8 raised 
a8 to whether any2hing 8hOdd be done with regard to 
the September 1970 Prestdatial eZection in ChiZe. The 
Cl4 representative pointed out that an election operu- 
tion would not be effective unkae an early enough 
8tart wa8 made. 

’ U.S. actions are ltallclzed throughout. 

(57) 
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October 21 

March 25 

June 

June 2’7 

July 16 

August 18 

September 4 

September 8,14 

september 9 

Xeptembar 15 

Keptember 16 

Beptember 29 

1969-Continued 

Tacna and Yungay army regiments revolt, ostrnsiblr 
for the purposes of dramatizing the military’s demand 
for higher pay. The revolt, engineered by Genersil 
Roberto Viaux, is widely interpreted as an abortive 
coup. 

1970 

40 Committee approve8 $125,000 for a “spoiling oper- 
ation” against Allade’s Popular Unity coalition (UP). 

The possibility of an Allende victory in Chile is raised at 
an ITT Board of Director8 meeting. John McCone, 
former CIA Director and, at the time, a consultant to 
the Agency and a Director of ITT, subsequently hold8 
a number of conversations rega.rding Chile with Rich- 
ard He&a, the ourrent CIA Director. 

40 C~mittee approve8 $500,000 for additional anti- 
Allende propaganda operattins. 

John M&one arrange8 for William Broe (CIA) to talk 
with Harold Beneen (ITT). Broe tells &mea that 
CIA cannot di8bUr8e ITT funds bet promties to ad- 
vise ITT on how to channel it8 @um funds. ITT later 
paesee $350,000 to the Alessandri campaign through 
an intermectiary. 

National Security study Memorandum (NSBM) 97 is 
reviewed by the Interdepartmental Group; the Group 
consider8 options ranging from effort8 to forge ami- 
cable relation8 with Allende to oppcrsition to him. 

Salvador Allende wins 36.3 percent of the vote in the 
Presidential election. Final outcome is dependent on 
October 24 vote in Congress between Allende and the 
runner-up, Jorge Alessandri, who received 35.3 per- 
cent of the vote. Allende’s margin of victory was 
39,000 votes out of a total of 3,000,OOO votes cast in 
the election. 

40 Committee discusses Chilean situ&ion. The Commit- 
tee approve8 $250,000 for the u8e of Ambaaaador 
Kerry to influence the October 24 Congressional vote. 

Harold Geneen, ITT’8 Chief Executive Ofleer, tell8 John 
M&one at an ITT Board of Directare meeting in yew 
York that he 18 prepared to put up a8 much as $1 mil- 
lion for the purpose of assiating any government plan 
designed to form a coalition in the Chilean Congress to 
atop Allende. McCone agrees to communicate thie 
proposal ‘to high Washington oflcials and meets dev- 
eraZ day8 later with Henry Kissinger and Richard 
HeZms. McCone doe8 not receive a response from either 
man. 

Presidmt Nixon in&%&8 CIA Director Helms to pre- 
vent Allende’a accesdon to once. The CIA is to play a 
direct role in organizing a military coup d’etat. This 
involvement come8 to be known as Track II. 

At an off-theqecord White House press briefing, Henry 
Kissinger warns that the election of Allende would be 
irreversible, might affect neighboring nations, and 
WOUld pose “mU88iV0 problems” fw the U.S. and Latin 
America 

A CIA oflcial, at the instruction of Richard Helms, meet8 
with a representative of ITT. The CIA olffoer proposes 
a Plan to accelerate economic disorder in Chile. ITT 
rehcts the proposal 
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October 

October 14 

October 22 

October 24 

November 3 
November 1S 

November 19 

December 21 

January 98 

February 25 

March 21 

April 4 

Bfay 10 

May 20 

May 26 

July 6 

July 11 

Auguet 11 

September 9 

September 28 

1970-Continued 

CIA contacts Chilean military conspfrator8; 901-g 
a WMte House meeting, CIA attempt8 to defuee plot by 
retired Genera8 Vtaux, but still to generate maxtm44m 
prearure to overthrow Alkmde by coup; CIA provide8 
tear pa8 grenades and three submachine gun8 to con- 
spcratOr8. 

40 Committee approves $60,000 for Ambaaeador Korrp’a 
propoeal to purchme a radio atatiun. The money i8 
never spent. 

After two unsuccessful abduction attempts on October 19 
and 24 a third attempt to kidnap Chilean Army 
General Rem5 Schneider results in his being fatally 
shot. 

The Chilean Congress votes 153 to 35 in favor of Allende 
over Alessandri. 

Allende is formally inaugurated President of Chile. 
40 Committee approves $%5,000 for support of Christian 

Democratic oondidate8. 
40 Committee approve8 $795,000 for a covert action pro- 

gram in Chile. Approval is later Buperseded by Janu- 
ary 28, 1971, authorization. 

President Allende proposes a constitutional amendment 
establishing state control of the large mines and auth- 
orizing expropriation of all foreign firms working 
them. 

1971 

40 Committee approve8 $1,940,000 for the purchaee Of 
radio station8 and neWSpapeT8 and to eupport munici- 
pal candidate8 and other political activ4ties of anti- 
Allende parties; 

In hi8 annual State of the World message, President 
Nixon states, “We are prepared to have tice kind of 
relationship tith the Chilean government that it i8 
prepared to have with us.” 

40 Committee approve8 $185,000 addition& support for 
the Christian Democratic Party (PDC). 

Allende’s Popular Unity (UP) coalition garners 49.7 per- 
cent of the vote in 239 municipal elections. 

40 Committee UpfWOVe8 $77,000 for purchaee Of a prese 
for the Christian Democratic Party newspaper. The 
press i8 not obtained and the fund8 are used to 8up- 
port the paper. 

40 Comtittee approve8 $100,000 for emergency aid to the 
Christian Democratic Party to meet 8hO??-te77?& debta. 

40 Committee approve8 $150,000 for additional aid to 
Christian Democratic Party to meet debt& 

40 Committee approve8 $150,000 for support of opposition 
candidates in a Chilean by-election. 

In a joint session of the Chilean Congress, a constitu- 
tional amendment is unanimously approved permitting 
the nationalization of the copper industry. The amend- 
ment provides for compensation to copper companies 
within 30 years at not less than 3 percent interest. 

The Export-Import Bank de&?8 a Uhilean requeat for 
$21 milZion in loan8 and loan guarantees needed to 
purchase three jets for the national LAN-Chile airline. 

40 Committee approves $700,000 for support to the major 
Santiago newspaper, El Mercurio. 

President Allende announces that “excess profits” will 
be deducted from compensation to be paid to national- 
ized copper companies. 
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1971-Continued 

September 29 

September 29 

Octobo 

November 5 

December 1 

December 15 

Jmuary 19 

April 11 

April 24 

May 12 

JunelG 

August 21 

September 21 

October 10 

October 26 

December 4 

February 12 

March 4 

March 22 

The Chilean government assumes operation of the 
Chilean telephone company (CHITELCO). ITT had 
owned 70 percent interest in the company since 1930. 

Nathaniel Da&8 replaces Edward Korry a8 U.S. Ambas- 
sador to ChiZe. 

ITT submits to White House an l&point plan designed 
to assure that AlZende “doe8 not get through the 
crucial ne@?t six mOnth8.” The ITT proposaZ is 
rejected. 

40 Commtittee approve8 $815,000 support to opposition 
partiee and to induce a split in the Popular Unity 
coalition. 

The Christian Democratic and National Parties orga- 
mize the “March of the Empty Pots” by women to 
protest food shortages. 

40 Committee approve8 $160,000 to support two opposi- 
tion candidate8 in Januarg 1972 by-elections. 

1972 

President Nixon i88Ue8 a statement to clarify U.S. policy 
toward foreign expropriation of American interests. 
The President states that the United State8 expect8 
compensation to be “prompt, adequate, and effective.” 

The President warns that should compensation not 
be reasonable, new bilateral economic aid to the ex- 
propriating country might be terminated and the U.S. 
would withhold its support from loans under con- 
sideration in multilateral development banka. 

40 Committee approves $965,000 for additional support 
to El Mercurio. 

40 Committee approve8 $50,000 for an effort to splinter 
the Popular Unity coalition. 

President Allende submits a constitutional amendment 
to the Chilean Congress for the expropriation of ITT’s 
holdings in the Chilean telephone company. 

40 Committee approves $46,500 to support a cundidate 
in a Chilean by-election. 

Allende declares a state of emergency in Santiago prov- 
ince after violence grows out of a one-day strike by 
most of the capital’s shopkeepers. 

40 Committee approve8 $E4,000 to 8UppOrt an anti- 
AZZende businessmen’s organization. 

The Confederation of Truck Owners calls a nationwide 
strike. 

40 Committee approve8 %1,427,666 to support opposition 

political parties and private sector organization8 in 
anticipation of March 1973 Congressional electiona. 

Speaking before the General Assembly of the United 
Nations, President Allende charges that Chile has been 
the “victim of serious aggression” and adds, “we 
have felt the effects of a large-scale external pressure 
against us.” 

1973 

40 Committee approve8 $200,000 to 8uppOrt OppO8itim 

political parties in the CongressionuZ elections. 
In the Congressional elections, Allende’s Popular Unity 

coalition wins 43.4 percent of the vote. 
Talks between the U.S. ana Chile on political and finan- 

cial problems end in an impasse. 



61 

1979-Continued 

Chile suspends its foreign shipments of copper as mlners’ 
strikes continue. 

June 5 

June 20 

June 21 

June 29 

July 26 
August 2 

August 20 

August 23 

August 27 
September 4 

September 11’ 

September 13 

September- 
October 

October 15 

June 24 

Septemier 16 

October 25 

December SO 

Thousands of physicians, teachers, and students go on 
strike to protest Allende’s handling of the 63-day 
copper workers’ strike. 

Gunfire, bombings, and fighting erupt as government op- 
ponents and supporters carry out a massive strike. 

The opposition newspaper, El Mercurio, is closed by 
court order for six days following a government 
charge that it had incited subversion. The following 
day an appeals court invalidates the closure order. 

Rebel forces seize control of the downtown area of Santi- 
ago and attack the Defense Ministry and the Presi- 
dential Palace before troops loyal to the government 
surround them and force them to surrender. This is 
the first military attempt to overthrow an elected 
Chilean government in 42 years. 

Truck owners throughout Chile go on strike. 
The owners of more than 110,000 buses and taxis go on 

strike. 
40 Committee approves $1 million to support opposition 

political parties and private sector organizations. This 
money is not 8pent. 

General Carlos Prats Gonzalez resigns as Allende’s De- 
fense Minister and Army Commander. General Pin* 
chet Ugarte is named Army Commander on August 24. 
Prats’ resignation is interpreted as a severe blow to 
Allende. 

Chile’s shop owners call another anti-government strike. 
An estimated 100,000 supporters of Allende’s government 

march in the streets of Santiago to celebrate the third 
anniversary of his election. 

The Confederation of Professional Employees begins an 
indefinite work stoppage. 

The Chilean military overthrows the government of Sal- 
vador Allende. Allende dies during the takeover, re- 
portedly by suicide. 

The new military government names Army Commander 
Pinochet President and dissolves Congress. 

The Junta declares all Marxist political parties illegal 
and places all other parties in indefinite recess. Press 
censorship is established, as are detention facili- 
ties for opponents of the new regime. Thousands of 
casualties are reported, including summary executions. 

40 Committee approve8 $64,000 for an anti-AZZende radio 
station and travel co& of pro-Junta spokesmen. 

1974 

40 Committee approve8 $50,000 for political commit- 
mente made to the Christian Democratic Party be- 
fore the coup. 

President Ford acknowledge8 covert operation8 in 
Chile. 

The Inter-American Commission on Human Rights of 
the O.A.S. reports “grievous violations of human 
rights” in Chile. 

U.S. mititary aid is cut off. 
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1975 

June 20 

3uly 4 

October 7 

Pinochet declares there “will be no elections in Chile 
during my lifetime nor in the lifetime of my 
successors’ 

Chile refuses to allow the U.N. Commission on Human 
Rights to enter the country. 

The U.N. Commission on Human Rights reports “with 
profound disgust” the use of torture as a matter 
of policy and other serious violations of human 
rights in Chile. 

Portions of the above chronology of events in Chile were extracted from 
chronologies prepared by the Congressional Research Service (“Chile, 1960-70: 
A Chronology” ; “Chile Since the Election of Salvador Allende: A Chronology”; 
“Developments in Chile, March 1973 to the Overthrow of the Allende Govern- 
ment”) and from material contained in the June 21, 1973, report of the Senate 
Foreign Relations Subcommittee on Multinational Corporations entitled “I!lYC and 
Chile.” 
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APPENDIX B 

[CIIAPTER 3431 
AN ACT 

To promote the nntional security by providing for a Secretary of Defense; for a 
JIy8mlM7 

Nationnl Military ~ktnhlishmcnt; for a Dcpnrtment of the Army, a Department lP”bllo Law ‘2X31 

of the Navy, and a Dcpnrtment of the Air Force; and for the coordination of the 
nctiviticcl of the Nstionnl hfilitnry l%tnblishment with other dcpartmenta and 
ngcncies of the Government concerned with the national security. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and Howe of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, 

81IOllT TITLE 

That this Act mny be cited as the “Nationnl Security Act of 1047”; 

TARLE OF CONTENTS 

Sec. 2. Declnmtloo of policy. 

TITLE II-TUE NATIONAL I~ILITART Esrae~~exsrknr 

SW. 201. Nntionnl Militnry Estnbllshment 
sec. 2oL’. s?lwtory or Defense. 
Xcr. 2X%. Military Aaaistnnts to the Secretary. 
Sw. 201. Civilian personnel. 
WC. “03. Dcp:lrtmmt of the Army. 
See. 200. Dcp:irtrnwrt of the Navy. 
SW. “07. Dcpnrtmeut of the Alr Force. 
SW 208. Uolted States Air Force. 
SW. 200. Elklive date of tranefers. 

Poll, p. 499. 
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4% I’IillT.IC I,.\\VS-CII. 3X3-Jl,‘l.T 20. 1047 [al .%AT. 

PO,,. p. Wt. 

I)ECL.~IfAlION OF rnrdcr 

Sw 2. In cnxcting, this Icfisl:ttion, it is the inlcnl, of Congress to 
~~rovitle II cor~t~~~~~l~r~~sivc 

I 
,rogrnrt~ lor Iho firturo security ol the United 

stiktcs; lo provitlc for t 10 cs(nblishmcnt of iiitcgratctl policies rind 
procctlures for the dclx~rtmrnts, afcncics, and functions of the Govcrn- 
llicnt rcl:lting to the n:ttionr:l security; to provide three military dcpnrt- 
merits for the operation and administration of the Army, the Navy 

\ 
including naval aviation and the United States Marina Corps), and 

t IC Air Force, with their assigned combat and service components; 
to rovidc for their nuthoritatlve coordination and unified direction f . . . 
un< er clv~l~nn control but not to merge them; to provide for the effective 
strategic direction of the armed forces nnd for their operation under 
unified control and for their integration into nn efficient tenm of land, 
nnvnl, and air forces. 

TITLE I-COORDINATION FOR NATIONAL SECURITY 

NATIONAL SECURI~ COUNCIL 

SEC. 101. (a) There,is hereby estnblished a council to be known 
as tho National Sccurit.y Council (hereinafter in this section referred 
to iis tlic “Council”). - 

The President of the TJnited States shall nreside over meetincs of the 

FU~CllOIL 

PLwl, p. 605. 

port, p. tm. 

Council: Provided, That in his absence 1; may designate n?nembcr 
of tire Council to preside in his lace. 

The function of the Counc~ shall be to advise the President with 7 
respect to tile intqxtion of domestic, foreign, nnd military policies 
rehlting to the n:~tlon:ll secllrity so as to enable the military services and 
the otllcr depnrtmcnts and agencies of the Government to cooperate 
nlore elfectively in matters involving the national security. 

Tho Council shrill be composed of the I’residcnt; the Secretnry of 
State; the Srcrctnry of Dcfensc, appointed under srction 202; the 
Secretary of tho Army, referred to in section 205; the Secretary of 
the Navy; the Secretary of the Air Fqrce, npl)oint,cd under s&ion 
207; the Clrnirmnn of the Nntional Security Rcsourccs Board, 
appointed under section 103; nnd sucll of the followin:: named oflirrrs 
as the President mny designate from time to time: The Sccretarics 
of the csccutive dcpnrtmrnts, the Chnirmnn of the Munitions Board 
:Ippointed under section 213,.and the Chairman of the Rcscnrch and 
Development Board appointed under section 214; but no such nddi- 
tionnl member shall be dcsijinnted until the advice nnd consent of 
the Senate has been given to his appointment to the ofice the holding 
of which nuthorizes his designation as a member of the Council. 
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(1)) In :itl(lition to performing such otlrer fiinctions as the President 
niiiy tlirect, for tlic l”irlio5e of IIIOI’P effectively coortlinntin,o tile poli- 
cies ;iiicl fiinctioirs of Ilie ~Iepzirlmrnts :~ntl qencics of tlic (;civcrnnirnt 
rclatiii:: to (lie nstioinil xtriirity, it sliall, subject to tlic direction of 
tlm Prczi(lriit, be the duty of tlic Council- 

(1) to :issess and npprnisc the objcctivcs, commitments, and 
risks of the LJnitrtl St:itcs in relotitrn to our nctli:il ant1 potential 
n~ilil:~ry l~owrr, in tlic interest of mitional sccnrity, for tlic purpose 
of iii:ii<in~ rc~~~~,~~~~~~c~rcl:rliol~s to tlic Prcsidcnt in connection 

497 

(c) The Council sh:ill have a staff to be headed by n civilian erccullPemlsn. 

cxrcutivc sccret:iry who shall be appointed by the President 
7vlio shrill rcccivo’comnensntioii at tlie rate of $10.000 a 

;, nnd 
year. Tlie 

csrcmivc secret:iry, subject to the direction of the Councii, is hereby 
authorized, subject to the civil-service laws and the Classification 
Act of 1923, as nmcndcd, to nppoint and fix the compensation of such ‘,‘v”.th?&ai~nc. 
pcrsonncl as may be necessary to perform such duties as may be 
l,rcscribed by the Council in connection with the performance oi its 
functions. 

(d) The Council shall, from time to time, make such recommenda- ,,,~~a~ti~~dntir’ 
tions, and such other rrports to the President ns it deems approprinte 
or as the President mny require. 

CESlX\L INTEI.LIOENCE AGEXCY 

SFX. 102. (a) There is hereby established under the National Security D-. 
Council a Central Intelligence Agency with n Director of Central 
Intelligence, who shall be the head thereof. The Director shall be 
appointrd by the Presjdcnt, by nnd with the advice nnd consent of the 
Senate, from nmong the commissioned oficers of the nrmed services or 
from among individunls in civilian life. The Director shall receive 
compensation nt the rate of $14.000 n year. 

as(!lL1tL1tfhen- 
a commissioned oficer of the nrmed services is nppointed ,$“,~~$‘$“~~~: 

. . u Dimtw. 
(A) in the performance of his duties as Director, ho shrill be 

suhjcct to no supervision, control, restriction, or prohibition (mili- 
tary or otherwise) otlicr than would bc operntive with respect to 
him if he TTCI‘C a civilian in no way connected with the Drpartment 
of tlir Army, the Department of the Navy, the Dcpnrtmrnt of the I 
Air Force, or the armed services or any component thereof; nnd 

(El) hc shall not possess or exercise nny supervision, control, 
powers, or functions (other than such ns he possesses, or is author- 

.’ ized or directed to exercise, ns Director) with respect to the nrmcd 
scrviccs or any component tliereof, the Dcp:~rlment of the Army, 
tllc I)qnrlnwl~t. oft lie Navy, or t lie Dep:~rtment. of the Air Porte, 
01‘ a11.y I~rniwlr, IUIIV:II~, tlnil or tlivisioli llirwof, or wilh rqwrt to 
any IIT llw pcrs~mii~~l (nli1it:ir.v or rivilian) of n1r.y of tlw foqoin~. 

(2) kxwpt as provided in lniragraph (l), tlie nppointmrnt to the Btslu~ 111 armed 

oflicc of Director of a commissioned ollircr of the nrmcd services, nnd 
rrrlau. etc. 

his acceptance of and service in such oIlice, shall in no way affect any 
status, o&e, rank, or grade he may occupy or hold in the armed scrv- 
ices, or any emolument, perquisite, right, privilege, or benefit incident 
to or nrising out of nny such status, otlice, rank, or grnde. Any such 
commissioned oflicer shall, while serving rn the office of Director, 
receive the military pay and allowances (active or retired, as the case 
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mny bc) pny,~blc to R con~missioned oflicer of his grnde and longlh of 
scrvicc antI slr:lll be paid, from nny funds available to dofray the 
mpcnscs of tlrc i\~~wc.y, nnnunl coml~ens:~lion at n rnto cqunl to the 
IIIIIOIIII~ I)y \vl~it,l~ $14,000 c~s~cds tllc nmount of his nnnmd militnry 
,1:1,y 1111l1 illl~~\\.lllllW. 

(c) NIII\~~I~I,.I:IIII~~II:! 111~ I)r~~vi~i~,nq of sI$cIicm fl of 1110 At-l. of 
:\ ll~ll!~l 2’1, l ! l l ! !  (37 ,SI!,l. 11!1!1), or tllcr llr~~viri~~tlq (of “,,y ol111~1. III\\‘, 
tlio l)ircc,lor of Cunlr:~l I~~l~lltgc~ncc rn:ly, in his discrc~lioo, I~rrt~in:~lo 
tho cmploymcnt of nny oflicl*r or employee of the Apxy whenever 
IIC sII:LII tlcrm such tcrnlin:ltion nccrssnrv or ntlvisnblc 11, the intcrcsls 
of the 1Tnilctl S(ntcs, but. wrl~ trminniioii shrill not nlTc~t thn Cght 
c,f h1n.11 oflic.4~). or ~1nl1111yw lo hwl( 01‘ rlcccl~t. rllll~l~~yn~cIlt in nny 
0ll1cr (I~~II:II’~IIIPII~. 01. rl~c’lq of 111~ Govc~riln)c~llt il tl~lr~t~l clifiil,lc 
for 511cl1 VIII~~~O~III~~II~ I,y 111~. Ullirc~~l SI:IIW (Jivil %rvicn ConlnlisSicm. 

(d) lc01. tllr ,,,ir],o5c or coortlill:lting 111~ intcllig~ncc iuzlivilic3 of 
the SCWIXI Govcr~~n~r~~t drp:lrtnlcnts and agencies I” the interest of 
nntionnl sccuritp, it sh:111 be the duty of the Agency, under the 
direction of the National Security Council- 

(1) to advise the n’ationnl Security Council in matters con- 
cerning such intelligence activities of the Government depart- 
ments and agencies ns relate to nnlionnl security; 

(2) to make recommrndations to the National Security Council 
for the coordination of such intelligence activities of the depart- 
ments and agencies of the Government as relate to the nstionnl 
security ; 

(3) 40 corrclnto and evaluate intelligence relating to the 
nntionnl security, and provide for the appropriate dissemination 
of such intrlligcnce mrthin the Government using wl~cre nppro- 
priatc existing ngcncics and facilities: Provided, Thnt the .\gcncy 
shall have no police, subpenn, law-enforcement powers, or inler- 
nal-security functions: Z’rwidcd further, That the departments 
and other ngcncies of the Government shall continue to collect, 
evaluate, correlate, and disseminate departmental intelligence : 
,4nt? provided further, That the Director of Centrnl Intelligence 
shrill bc responsible for protecting intelligence sources nnd meth- 
ods from unauthorized disclosure; 

(4) to perform, for the benefit of the existing intelligence 
agencies such additional services of common concern ns the 
Nartionni Securky Council determines can be more eficiently 
accomplished cent&lye 

(5) to perform such 1 f t’ ot ler uric Ions and duties related to 
intcl1iFence affecting the national security as the National Security 
Council m:ry from time to time direct. 

(e) To the estent rccommcnded by the National Security Council 
rind npproved by the President, such intelligence of tllc dcpartmcnts 
and agencies of the Government, except as hereinnfter provided, 
relating to the national security shall be open to the inspection of the 
Director of Central Intelligence, ant1 such intelligence ns relates to 
tho national security :~nd is posscss~d b such departmcnls nnd other 
agencies of the Government, except as lereinaftcr provided, shrill be i 
mntle available to the Director of Central Intelligence for correlation, 
evaluation, and dissemination: Provided, however, That upon the 
written request, of the Director of Central Tntelli ence, the Director 
of the Fcdernl Bureau of Investigation shrill mace nv,zilable to the F 
Director of Central Intelligence such information for correlation, 
evaluation, and dissemination as may bo essential to the national 
security. 

(f) Effective when the Director first appointed under subsection 
(a) hns taken oflice- 
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NATIONAL SECURITY RPSOURCES DOARD 

SEC. 103. (n) There is hereby estnblished a Nationnl Security 
Rrsourccs Bo:trtl (hcrcinnfter in this section referred to, ns the 
“Bo::rd”) to be composed of the Chairman of the Board and such 
hcn~ls or rcprcscntntires of the various executive departments and 
intlcpcndcnt ngcncirs zs may from time to time bc dcslgnatcd by the 
Prrsltlcnt to be members of the Bonrd. The Chairman of the Board 
shall bc nppoilltcd from civilian life by the President, by and with the 
advice nntl consent of the Senate, and shall receive compensation at the 
rntc’of $14,000 R gcnr. 

(b) The Chnlrmnn of the Board, subject to the direction of the 
Prcs&nt. is :luthorizcd, subiect to the civil-service lnws and the 
Classifirniion Act of 192& as-amended, to appoint and fix the com- 
pcns:ltion of such personnel xs may be nccessnry to assist the Board 
in carwing ont its functions. 

(c) it shall be the function of the Board to advise the President 
co&&nill,n the coordination of military, industrinl, nncl civilian 
mobilizntlon, including- 

(1) policies concerning intlustrinl and civilian mobilization 
in order to assure the most effective mobilization rind mnximum 
utilization of the Nation’s manpower in the event of war; 

(2) r rogmms for the effective use in time of W~LP of the 
Nation s natural and industrial resources for militnry and civilian 
needs? for the maintenance and stabilization of the civilian econ- 
omy In time of war, and for the adjustment of such economy 
to war needs nnd conditions, 

(3) policies for unifying, m time of war, the nctivitics of Fed- 
eral ngcncies and departments el!gnged In or concerned with 
production, procurement, distribution, or transportation of mili- 
tary or civilian supplies, mnterials, and products; 

(4) the relationship bctwccn potential supplies of, nnd potcn- 
tial requirements for, mnnpov+er, resources, and productive facili- 
tics in time of war; 

(5) policies for establishing ndequnte reserves of strategic 
and critical material, nnd for the conscrvntion of these reserves; 

iG) the strategic relocation of industries, services, government, 
and economic activities, the continuous operation of which is 
esscntinl to the Nation’s sccnrity. 

(d) In performing its functions, the Bonrd shall utilize to the 
inaximum extent the facilities and resources of the departments and 
agcncics of the Government. 

‘I’ITIJ?. II-THE NATIONAL MILITARY ESTABLTSHhlENT 

E!jTABLIBHME%T OP THE NATIONAL MILlTNfY EGTABLISHMENT 
SIX 201. (a) There is hereby established the National Militnry 

Eislshment, and the Secretary of Defense shall be the hend 

A Polntmest of 
P Cbll rmm. 

I  

Compsaaatlos d 
ps~UllL?l. 

12 Bta. ,188. 
6u.B.c.,,1*-674. 
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SIX. 202. (a) There sh:~ll bc a Secretary of Dcfenso, who shrill 
be aplwintcd from civilian lift by the Prrsidc,nt, by and with the 

NoncliKihllitY lor atlvicc and cfmsent of tllc! Scn:lte: f+?~ided, l’ilnt n person mho h:lS 
B~‘~K)kllumI. 

within ten ycnrs bren 0” active duty as a conimissionctl ollkcr in n 
Ilcgulw component of the tmnrci scrviccs shall not be eligible for 
:ippointmrnt as Secretary of Defense. The Secretary of Dofcnso 
sh:~ll br the princip:‘l asslstnnt to the Iksident in all mntters relat- 

DUtkS. ing to the nntionnl security. Under the direction of the President 
and subject to the provisions of this Act he shall perform the 
followin< duties: 

(?) Est:~blish grncrnl policies and progrnms for the National 
Military ISstablislrn~cnt nnd for all of the departments nnd 
ngencics therein ; 

(2) 13xorcisc wncml direction, authority, nnd control over such 
depnrtmcnts au$ a,ocncics; 

(3) Talco appropriate steps ;o elilninnte unnecessary duplica- 
tion or overlapping in the fields of procurement, supply, 
tr:lnsportntion,, stor:lgc, health, and research ; 

(4) Supcrvlse and coordinnte the preparation of the budget 
est,inlates of the dcp:~rtments and ngenclcs comprising the Nationnl 
Military Establishment; formulnto and detaminr the budget 
es1 imates for subniil tal to the nurcnu of the I~utlgct ; and suprr- 
visa the butlgct progwns of such dcpartnwnts nrltl agencies under 
tllr npplic:lble :~ppropriation Act: 

rwr,lc r,.~wvs--crI. 3134ur,Y 26 1017 [lx STAT. 

(b) TIE Nntionnl nlilitnl Estnblishment shall consist of the 
Dop:\r(nwnt of the Army, t 10 T)rp:krttnrnt of the Navy: nntl the r 
DC 1n1.t Iucnt of tllc Air l~orce, togrtllcr with nil other ngellclcs created 
untlcr title II of this Act. 

S,:CRET,\ILY OF DEFENSE 

s~~~~~~; OF’%;,yO’ Prouided, That nothing herein coutained shrill prevent the Secretary 
NSVY. and ~~orrn: of the Army, the Secretary of the Navy, or the Secretary of the Air 

Force from presenting td the President or to the Director of the 
Budgot, after first so informing the Secretary of Defense, any report 
or rccommendntion wl:ltin g to his department which ho may deem 

D~“,~l;:‘s~,$~8 l: necessary: And prcrvidcd further, That the Drpnrtmcnt of th! Army, 
Army. Navy. and 
Ah F0rL-a. 

the Department of tho Navy, nnd the Departmrnt of the Air Force 
shall be administered as individual cxecutivo departmrnts by their 

lowers and duties relating to such respective Secrotarics and nll 
dep:wtmcnts not specifically con k erred upon tho Sccreklry of Defense 

neports u) pms, by this llct shall be rot:linetl by each of their respective Srcretnries. 
dw, u,d Conerosr. (I,) Tlw Srcrr(:uy of n,~rcLllsc shall submit nnnllal writtrn reports 

to 1110 l’wsill~~llt an(l 1 IIF Cou,~:,cw c8)vcsrinl: c~xlwn~lil Iirw, work, ant1 
r~c.c:~lllll~lislltt~~~t~~~ (,I III{\ NIIOOIIRI n1ililIIr.y I’:~ll(l,lisllIII,~I!~ Logc(,l~or 

Srol. 
willi 311~11 rc~(:utt~~ilr~~tl:~I ioIls IIH Iw sllall tlrctn rt~~prol~rinlo. 

(I*) ‘I’l~o Srcrclnry of I)rIrnso shrill cause a seal of ollice to be mnde 
for tho Nntionnl hlilitnrv ISstnl~lishmrnt, nf such dcsiCn as tho Presi- 
dent sl~all apl)rnvc, ~IIII jlldi(.inl noI ice slinll Ijo tultcn Lhoroof. 

MII.IT,,ItY ,,H.L(IHTANTY TO 7111~ HRCIW’I’AIIY 

SEC. 203. Ollicers of tllo armed services mny be dctniled to duty 
as nssistnnts and personal aides to the Secretary of Defense, but ho 
shall not establish a military staff. 

CIVILIAN PERSONNEL 

special sssislarlta. 
SEC. 204. (a) The Secretary of Defense is authorized to appoint 

from civilian life not to exceed three special assistants to advise and 



DWARTXEST OF TlIE ARMY 

SIX. 205. (n) The Dcp:lrtmcnt of War slmll brrcafter be designated 
tllc l)cp:lrtmrllt ol the I\rrny, nntl the tillc of I he Secretary of War 
sll:lll be cl~a11~c~1 to SCCIT~:I~~ of the Arrrly. Charlgcs shall bo mntlc 
in tlro titles of other ofliccrs ant1 activities of the Dcpartmcnt of the 
Arni as the Srcrctary of thr Army may determine. 

(by All laws orders re~u1:~tiori.s 711d other actions relatin to tho 
Department of !Var or’to Fny ollicc; br activity whose title is c lnngcd T  
under tllis s&ion shall, insofar as they are not inconsistent with the 
provisions of tllis Act, bc tlcr~~xtl to rrlatc to the Department of the 
Ar~ny within the NatIonal fililitary Iktablishment or to such oIlicer or 
activity tlesig:n:ttc~(l by hisor its new title. 

(c) Tile tern1 “Dcpwtnwnt of tile Army” as used in this Act shall be 
construct1 to mean the Dcpnrtmrnt of tllc Army at the scat of,govern- 
ment and all lield hendquartcrs, forces, reserve components, Installa- 
tions, activities, md functions under the control or supcrvislon of the 
Departmcrrt of tbo Army. 

(c) In g:cnrr:~l tllc IJnitctl St:l(cs AHIIY, within the Department of 
the Army, shall include land combat and service forces and such nvin- 
tion and water transport as may be orpnic therein. It shall be 
organized, trained, and cquippcd primarily for prompt and sustained 
conlht ilwitlcnt, to opcrntrons on Ixnd. It shall be responsible for the 
prc’paratioii of 111ntl forces Ilrcrssnry for tho elTcctivo prosecution of 
war except as othcrwiso nssignctl and, in accordance with integrated 
joint mobilization plans, for tilt expansion of pencetime components 
of the Army to meet the needs of ww. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVP 

SEC. 206. (a) The term “Department of the Navy” as used in this 
Act shall be construed to mean the Dcpnrtment of the Nnvy at the scat 
of government; the headquarters, United Stntes Marine Corps; the 
entlro operating forces of the United States Navy, including naval 
aviation, and of the United States Marine Corps, includmg the 
rcscrvo components of such forces; all field activities, headquarters, 
forces, bases, installations, activities, and functions under the control 
or supervision of the Department of the Nnvy; and the United States 
Coast Guard mhcn operating as a part of the Nnvy pursuant to law. 

(b) In general the United States Navy, witliin the Department of 
tho Navy, shrill include naval combat and services forces ant1 such 
aviation as may be organic therein. It shall be organized, trained, 
and equipped primaril for prompt and sustained combnt incident to 
operations at sea. Its 1011 be responsible for the preparation of naval 9 
forces necessary for the effective prosecution of war except us oth:r- 
wise assigned, and, in accordnnce with integrnted joint mobilization 
plans, for the expansion of the pencetime componenta of the Navy to 
me& the needs of war. . 

501 

Cbsnas b dcslrol- 
tbn; tItlea. 

\ 

U. 0. Nsvy. 
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Nnvnl sslalio”. A11 naval aviation sildl 1~0 integrated with the naval srrvice as 
part tlxrrof nitllin IIIC Dcpnrtmc~nt of the Navy. Nnvnl nvintion shall 
~nnsiht. of conrht :111,1 s~virc and txnining forces, nnd shrill include 
Inutl-l~:wtl naval nvi:ll ion, air transport cssrntinl for nnvnl operations, 
all air weapons al~tl nir tecllniqucs involved in the operations and 
nctivitics of thr Ullitetl States Navy, nntl the cntirc remnintler of the 
ncro~~nu~ic:~l orgnllizttion of tile United States Navy, together with tile 
p3xl"ll"l ncccssxrg (Iwcfol.. 

R~3pODllbllllY 0, 
LNavg. ‘1’11~ Kavy sh:rll bc grnerally responsible for naval rcconnaissanco, 

nllti.-.ul)irlaril~c warfare, and protection of shipping. 
The Kavy shall tlcvrlop aircraft, weapons, tactq technique, organ- 

ization and equilnncnt of naval comllat and service elements; matters 
of joint concern as to thrsc frulctions shall bo coordinated between 

U. 8. MerloeCorps. 
the Army, the Air Force, and the Navy. 

(c) The Unitetl States Jlarine Corps, within the Department of 
the Navy, shall include land combat and service forces and such 
aviation as may bc organic therein. ‘IXe Marine Corps shall be 
org”nizcd, trained, and cc~l~iplx~d to provide fleet marine forces of 
ronrbinrtl arms, tofietllcr mlth supportin g air components, for service 
with tllc fleet in 4110 seizure or defense of advanced naval bases and 
for the conduct of such land operations as may be essential to the 
prosecution of a naval campaign. It shall be the dut of the Marine 
Corps to develop, in coortlinntlon with the Army an J the Air Force, 
those pleases of ampllibious operations which prrt:lin to the t,actics, 

hddlllonaldullos. tccllnicltm, :~II~I ccluipm(~nt cmployrtl by lantling forces. In addition, 
(110 Marine Coq)s RIII\II provitlo tlrt~~chrnrnts nrill orfianianticms for 
x’rvico on :WIIIP~I WWIR or (ho Navy, shall provitlc sc*curity tl141tc:h- 
IIICII~S fnr tlrc 1)rolc~lirJlt of n:~vaI pro11orty at, 11rtvr1l sllltiolls alItI I~:LsW, 
rt11(1 sh:~ll 1~~~rforn1 su~~h r,tllrr tIlltics as tlic l’rcsitl~*nl may direct: 

nmlrlcllon. f’~~vitkxI, ‘I’llat suc~li :itltlitinn:tl tlut i(3 slmll not tlrl ract from or intor- 
fcro with the oprrnt imls for wllicll the Marine Corps is primarily 
o~~:lnizrtl. The Marine Corps shrill be responsible, in nccordonce 
with intrgratetl joint mobilization plans, for the expansion of pence- 
timo components of the Marine Corps to mrct the nerds of war. 

DEI’ARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 

sccrek3rY 0, ths AlI 
Form. SEC. 207. 

\, hcrchy rstnb 
a) Within tl;e Nntional Military Estnblishment there is 
~&cd au cxtrcutivc department to be known as the Depnrt- 

nient of tile Air I~orce, :ii~tl a Secretary of the Air Force, who shall be 
the head thereof. l’hc Secretary of the Air Force shall ho appointed 
from civilian lifo by the President, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate. 

6 0. 8. c. Il. (b) Section 158 of the Revised Statutes is amended to include the 
Dcpartmcnt of the Air Force nncl the provisions of so much of title IV 

I u. 8. c. ‘ I dltq. of the Revised Statutes as now or hereafter amended ns is not incon- 
sistent with this Act shrill be applicable to the Dcpartmeut of the 

*;;Dcmar~xnrof ale Air I’?= 
(c) 1110 term “Dcpnrtmcnt of the Air Force” as used in this Act 

.’ shall he construed to mean the Department of the Air Force at the 
seat of government and all field headquarters, forces, reserve com- 
ponents,, installations, activities, and functions under the control or 

Un d c r Liwretary; 
supervlslon of the Department of the Air Force. 

AuistLm1 secrotarle% (d) There shall be in the Department of the Air Force an Under 
Secretary of the Air Force and two Assistant Secretaries of the Air 
Force,. who shall he appointed from civilian life by the President by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate. 

(e) The several officers of the Department of the Air Force shall 
perform such functions ns the Secretary of the Air Force may 
prescribe. 
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(f) 80 much of the functions of the Secretary of the Army nnd $‘$~t~r d fun* 
of (l~c Dcl):lrlmrnt of tllo Arnlv. inclutline thoso of anv oflicer of 
SIICII Dcl):;rtnicnt, ns nre nssigtyc’d to or under the control of t.he 
(‘on~r~i:~n,li~~g C;cncral, Army i\ir Forces, or as are dccmcd by the 
Sccrc~:~ry of Dcfcnsc to be ~lrcc*ss:~ry or desirable for tho operations 
nf tile Dc~prtlncllt of lhc A\ir lrorre or lhe United States Air Iporcc, 
sllall 1~0 tr:iIIsferred to nntl vcs(ctl in the Secretary of the Air Force 
a11d tlic Dcl~artmcnt of t11c Air I~OXC: Prom&d, That tho National ~~*~“~o~dDu- 
Gu:~rtl Iillrcau shall, in addition to tho functions and duties per- ’ 
forincd by it for the Depnrtmcnt of the Army, be charmed with similar 
functions antI dluies for the Dcpartmcnt of the Air Force, nnd shall 
bc the tl~:l~~r~el of comlnulricntiolI betIT-ten the Department of the Air 
I;or<~ niltl tile scvcr:ll States on all mnttrrs pertaining to tile Air \ ’ 
X\T:~tioilal Guard: find prowfdcd furfhcr, That, in order to permit an 
orderly transfer, the Secretary of Drfensc muy, during the transfer 
period hereinafter prescribed, direct that the Dcpnrtment of the Army 
sl~nll continue for appropriate periods to exercise any of such func- 
tions, insofar as they rclnte to the Department of the Air Force, or 
the United States Air Force or their property and personnel. Such 6ti~~~~ ti rrop 
of tire property, personnel, and records of the Department of the Army 
used in the exercise of functions transferred under this subsection as 
the.Sccretary of Defense shnll determine shnll be transferred or 
assigned to tho Dcpartmcnt of the Air Force. 

(~0) The Secremry of the Air Force shall cause a senl of office to BMl. 
be made for tho Drpartment of the Air Force, of such device as the 
President shrill approve, nnd judicial notice shrill be taken thereof. 

SIX.. 20% (a) ‘L’lm IJnitctl SI:~IW Air Force is hcrrby established 
lll1~1~~1~ tl~c D~~l~arlrncllt of tllo Air Force. ‘I’lio Army Air Borccs, the 
Air Coq~s, Urlitcd Stirtcs Army, nntl the General Iieatlqru~rters Air 
I~orcc (Air Force Combat Command), shall be transferred to the 
United States hir Force. 

(I)) ‘l’llerc sl~nll be a Chief of Stnlf, United Stntes Air Force, who Oblef of BtaP. 

sliall be al~poi~~trtl by the I’rcsi(lent, by nntl with the advice nnd 
conscirt of tlic Scnntc, for n term of folir years from among tllr ofliccrs 
of gcnrral raiilc who are nssig~lctl 1.0 or commissioned in tlie IJnitctl 
S1:~lr.s Air I~‘orco. Untlcr the tlirection of tlic Sccrctnry of tlic Air 
Force, tlic Chief of St:lff, Uniletl Stntcs Air Force, shall excrciso 
comillalltl over the United Stales Air Force ant1 sh:~ll be ch:~r~ctl with 
tlie drlty of carryill:: inlo csrcrltion all Iawf~ll ortlcrs nntl directions 
nhicli may hc trallsnlitletl to Iiini. ‘I’llc flinctions of the Conlmantlin~ Trar&r 01 rune 
GCIICKII, General IIrntlq~~artcrs Air Force (Air Force Combat Con: r”“’ 

10 u. a. 0. IZQI. 

IO u. a. a. I lv2s-l. 
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S,!$“kA;lnThlF:;J list of the Army, Navy, and Air Force: Pmeided, That nothing in 
i&i of ~avsi OW- this Act sl~~ll h:~ve the elFcct of changing thc’rclativc rnnk of the 
01101111, prcsrn~ Cltief of St,lll’, Uuitcd States Army, and the prescut Chief of 

Tmakr 01 pmon- 
N:lvnl 0pcr:it ions. 

OEI. (c) All conlrnissionrd officers, warrant O%XYS, and enlisted men, 
commissior~ctl, holtling wnnxnts, or cnli~ted, in the Air Corps, United 
St:~te.s Army, or the :L~III~ Air Forces, shrill bc tmnsfrrrctl in branch 
to t.lle United St:ltcs Air il’orcc. All olhcr con~missioncd oflicers, war- 
r:ult ofliccrs, nntl erllislcd men, who arc commissioned, hold warrants, 
or arc enlisted, in nu 1 component of the ArIng of the Unitctl Statis 
and who arc untler t le authority or commnnd of the Commanding i 
Cenernl, Army Air l~orccs. shall be continued under the authority or 

6tn~usor~rsoooc’~ 
co~~~rnnntl of the Cllicf of Staff, IJnitrd Stittcs Air Force, and under 
the jurisdictiotl of tllc Dcp:lrtmc~ut of the Air Force. Personnel whose 
status is nlTcctcd by this srrbscction shll retnin their existing commis- 
sions, warrants or enlisted status in existing components of the nrmed 
forces unless othcrwisc nltcrcd or terminated in nccordnncc; with exist- 
iug law; :Ind they shall not be dccmetl to hnve been appointed to a new 
or tliffrrrnt o&e or grade, or to hnve vncntcd their permanent or 
tcmpornry appointments in nn existing component of the nrmed 
forces, solely by virtue of any change in status under this subsection. 
No such change in status shall alter or prejudice the status of nny 
individunl so nssignetl, so as to tlrprive him of nny right, benefit, or 
privilege to which he may be entitled untlcr existing lnm. 

all 
(d) Except as otherwise directed by the Secretary of the Air Force, 

property, records, instnllntions, agencies, nctivities, projects, and 
civilinn pcrsonncl uutlcr the jurisdiction, control authority, or coin- 
111nntl of the Cornmautlin,o Grncral, Army Air qorces, sli:ill be con- I! 
tinucd to the same estrnt under Ihe jurisdiction, control, nuthority, or 
command, respectively, of the Chief of Staff, United States Air Force, 

Tmsfcr of mop. 
in the I)epartment of the Air Force. 

erm, ?cwlds, etc. (e) For a period of trro years from the date of enactment of this 
Act, pcrsonncl (both military nnd civilian), property, records, 
instnllntions, ~gcncics, activities, nnd projects may be transferred 
bctwccn the Dcpartmrnt of the Army nnd the Department of the Air 

0. S. Ah Force. 
Force by dircctlon of the Secrctnry of Defense. 

(f) In geuernl the United States Air Force shrill include aviation 
forces both comb:lt and scrvico not otherwise nssigncd. It shnll be 
organized, trained and equipped primarily for prompt and sustninrd 
offensive and defensive air operations. The .4ir Force shall bo 

’ responsible for the prcpnrntion of the nir forces necessar for tho 
effective prosecution of w:lr excrpt ns othcrwiso nssign et! rind,. in 
nccordance with integrated joint. mobilization plnns, for the expnnslon 
of the peacetime courl)onents of the Air Force to meet the needs of 
war. 

EFPE,XIVE DATE OF TRANGFERS 

SEC. 209. Erich transfer, assignment, or chnnne in status under see- 
tion 207 or section 208 shrill take effect upon sue P 1 date or dates ns mny 
be prescribed by the Secretnry of Defense. 

WAR COUNCIL. 

SEC. 210. There shall be within the Nntionnl Militnry Estnblish- 
merit D War Council composed of the Secretary of Defense, ns Chair- 
man, who shall hnve power of decision; the Secretnry of the Army; the 
Secretary of the Navy; the Secretary of the Air Force;. the Chief of 
Staff, United States Army; the Chief of Naval Operations; and the 
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Chirf of Stnff, TJnitetl Stntrs Air Force. The War Council shall advise 
tllc! SccYTl:U~y of IkfCllSc on nlntlcrs of broad policy relating to the 
:lrlllcYl fol02S, :In(l s11:111 consitlcr and rrllort on such other matter.9 
ns the Sccret:lry of Dcfensc n~:ly diwct. 
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JOINT CIIIIXY OF STAFF 

SEC. 211. (n) Thrrc is hrrchy c~t:Iblislml within the Nntionnl Mili- 
lnry Establishlllcnt the Joint Chiefs of Staff, which shall cons& of the 
Clrlcf of Staff, IJnitetl States AVIIIY; the Chief of Nnwl Operations; 
the Chief of Stalf, Unit4 Stxtcs Air Force; and the Chief of Staff t,o 
thr Conrrn:rntlcr in Chief, if thcrc be one. 

(b) Snbjrct, to the authority and direction of the President and the 
Secret:lry of Defense, it shrill be the duty of the Joint Chiefs of Staff- 

(1) to prepare strntegic plans end to provide for the strategic 
direction of the military forces; 

(2) to prcpxre joint I?gistic plans and to assign to the military 
services logistic responslhilities in accordance with such pluns; 

(3) to establish unified commands in strategic areas when such 
unified comm:uitls are in the interest of national security; 
f,,!,“!, to formulate policies for joint trniuing of the militnry 

; 
(5) to formulate policies for coordinnting the education of 

members of the military forces; 
(6) to review major materm and personnel requirements of 

the military forces, in nccordnncc with strategic rind logistic plans; 
nntl 

(7) to provide United States representntion on the Militnrg 
Staff Conunittcc of the United Nations in nccordance with the 

rovisions of the Chnrtcr of tho United N&ions. 
(cf The Joint Chiefs of Staff shall net ns t,he principnl military M”‘tularkn. 

ntlviscrs to the Prcsidcnt nntl (IIC Socretnry of Defense nnd shall por- 
for~n such ot llor tlulir.3 ns tllo I’r~~~idcnL rind the Sccrctury of Dcfenso 
niuy tlirccl or 11s nury bo l)r(~“icrihc*tl by Inw. 

Joiner KT,\l’Y 

SW.L 212. There shrill be, under the Joint Chiefs of Staff, n Joint 
Stxff to consist of not to eaccetl one hundred oficers nnd to be composed 
of npprosimatcly equal nun~bcrs of oficers from each of the three nrmcd 
services. The Joint StafF, oper:lting under D Director thereof 
appointed by the Joint Chlcfs of Staff, shxll perform such duties ns 
may be directed by the Joint Cliiefs of Stnff. The Director shrill be 
an olficer junior in grade to nil members of the Joint Chiefs of Stnff. I 

BIUNITIONS BOARD 

SEC. 213. (a) There is hereby established in the Nntionnl Military 
Esktblisllmcnt a Munitions Board (hereinnfter in this section referred 
to :IS tllc “Bnnrd”). 

(b) The Board shall be composed of a Chairman, who shall be the composlllon. 
bead thereof, nnd nn Under Secretary or Assistant Secretnry from 
each of the tliree military departments;to be designnted in each-case by 
the Secretaries of their respective departments. The Chairman shnll Chl~. 

be appointed from civilian life by the President, by and with the ndvice 
and consent, of the Senate, nnd shnll receive compensation at the rata ’ 
of $14,000 n yenr. 
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ouun. 

(5) to determine relative priorities of the various segments 
of the militnry procurement 

(6) to snpervise such su rogyn’ns; ordmnte ngencies ns are or may be 
created to consider the subjects falling within the scope of the 
Board’s responsibilities; 

(7) to make recommendations to regroup, combine, or dissolve 
existing interscrvice ngencies operating in the fields of procure- 
ment, prodnction, nnd distribution in such manner as to promote 
elliciency and CCOllOlTlyj 

(8) to mnintoin linlson with other depnrtments nncl ngencies 
for the proper correlation of militnry requirements with the 
civilian economy, pnrticulnrly in regnrd to the rocurement or 
disposition of strategic and critical material ond t K e maintennnce 
of ndcquato rescrvcs of such mnterial, nnd to make recommenclx- 
tions as to policies in connection therewith; 

(0) to assemble and rcviem mnterinl and personnel reqnire- 
ments presented by the Joint Chiefs of Staff and those presented 
by the production, procurement, and distribution ngencies 
assigned to meet military needs, and to mnke recommendations 
thereon to the Secretary of Defense; and 

(10) to perform such other duties ns the Secretary of Defense 
may direct. 

.,T$$$;;ti (cl) WI len the Chnirmnn of the Board first appointed has taken 
m,,om bad. office, the Joint Army and Navy Mtrnitions Bonrd shall cease to 

exist nnd all its records and personnel shall be tmnsferred to the 
Munitions Board. 

Perxmnol mid faclll- 
tics. (e) The Sccrdary of Defense shrill provide the Board with such 

personnel and facilities ns the Secrctnry mny determine to be required ’ 
by the Board for the performance of its functions. 

RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT DOARD 

Commskkn. 

Ckdi-. 

SEO. 214. (a) There is hereby cstnblished in the Nntionnl Military 
Establishment B Research and Dcvclopment Board (hereinafter in 
this section referred to as the “I%o~rd”). The Board shall be corn- 

posed of B Chairmnn, who shxll be the head thereof, and two repre- 
sentatives from each of the Departments of the Army, Navy, nnd 
Air Force, to be design+cd by the Secretaries of their respective 
Departments. The ChaIrman shall be appointed from civilian life 
by the President, by and with the ndvice and consent of the Sennte, 
and shall receive compensation at the rate of $14,000 B year. The 
purpose of the Board shall be to advise the Secretary of Defense 
ns to the status of scientific research relative to the national security, 



tion tllcrcGith; ant1 
(G) to perform such other duties ns the Secretarv of Defense 

ma; ;I i reck 
(c) ~Vhrn the Chairman of the Board first appointed has taken ,O~~r~~~,On~~ 

offke, tile Joint llcscnrch and Dcvrlopment Board shall cease to exist neselopment Rd. 
and all its records and personnel shall be transferred to the Research 
and Development Board. 

(cl) The Secretxry of Defense shall provide the Bonrd with such 
pcrsonncl and fnciliiies ns the Sccretnry may determine to be required 
by the Board for the performance of its functions. 

TITLE III-MISCELLANEOUS 

CO~IIPENSA’ITON OF SF.CRET,\RIES 

SEC. 301. (n 
tion prescribe i 

The Secretary of Defense shall receive the compensa- 
by law for heads of esecutive departments. 

(b The Secretary of the Army, the Secretnry of the Nnvy, and 
the s! ecretary of the Air Icorce shall each receive the compensation 
prescribed by lam for heads of executive departments. 

UNDER SECRETARIES AND ASSISTANT SECRETARIES 

SEC. 302. The Under ,%crctnries and Assistant Secretaries of the d$y~ensatlon; 
Army, the h’nvy, and the Air Force shall each receive compensation 
at tile rate of !$lO,OOO a year and shall perform such duties as the 
Secretaries of their respective dcpnrtments may prescribe. 

ADYISOIIY CO~lhlllTEES ASD PERsONNEL 

SEC. 303. (a) The Secretary of Defense, the Chairman of tho 
Nationnl Security &sources Board, nud the Director of Central 
Intelligence arc authorized to appoint such advisory committees and 
to employ, consistent with other provisions of this Act, such pnrt- 
time advisory personnel as they ma 

P 
deem necessary in carrying out 

their respective functions and the unctions of agencies under their 
cant rol. Persons holding other ofices or positions under the United 
States for which the 

x of such committees s 
receive compensation while serving as members 
all receive no ndditionol compensation for such 

service. Other members of such committees nnd other pnrt-time 
ndvisory personnel so employed may serve without compensation or 
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may receive compensation nt n rate not to escecd $35 for each day of 

STATUS OF Tll,\NWERRFD OIVILIAN FEIISONNEL 

&a. 304. All transfers of civilian personnel under this Act shrill be 
without change in clnssificntion or compensation., but the hend of any 
department or agency to which such a t.ransfer 13 mnde is authorized 
to m&e such changes in the titles and designations and prescribe such 
chsn.ges in the duties of such personnel commensurate with their clessi- 
ficntlon ns he may deem necessary and appropriate. 

GAVIN0 PROVISIONS 

Ordmapplbabk to 
tnellcIml luncllms. SEC. 305. (a) All laws, orders, regulations, rind other actions nppli- 
etcL cnblo with respect to any function, nctivity, pcrsonncl, property, 

records, or other thing transferred under this Act, or with respect to 
any oficcr, dcpnrtmcnt, or ngency, from which such trnnsfer is made, 
shrill, csccpt to the extent rescinded, modified, superseded, tcrminntcd, 
or made innpplicable by or under authority of law, have the same effect 
as if suc11 tmnsfcr hnd not been made; but, after any such transfer, 
nny such law, order regulation, or other action which vested functions 
in or otherwise re nted I to any oficer, department, or agency from 
which such trnusfer was made shall, insofar as epphcnble with respect 
to the function, activity, personnel, property, records or other thing 
trnnsferrcd and to the extent not inconsistent with other provisions of 
t.his Act, be deemed to have vested such function in or relate to the 

Nonabateme,,t d 
ollicer, tlepnrtmenf, or agency to which the transfer was made. 

adu. etc (b) No suit, a&Ion, or other proceeding lawfully commenced by or 
n,n:liust the head of ony clc~partmcnt or apncncy or other oflicer of the 
United States, in his oflici:d c:ll):kcity or 111 relation to the discharge 
of his oficial duties, sII:III ab:ltc by rensou of the tiilcil!g effect of any 
transfer or cbnngc in title untlcr the provisions of tills Act; and,. in 
the case of any such transfcy, such suit, nct,ion, or other proceedmg 
may be m:~intained by or ngnmst the successor of such hend or other 
ollicer under the transfer, but o111y if the court shall allow the same 
to be mnintnincd on motion or supplemental petition filed within 
twelve months after such tr:msfer takes e&t, showing a necessity for 
the survival of such suit, nction, or other proceeding to obtnin settle- 
mcnt of the questions involved. 

s %Rl. WI. 
(c) Notwithstanding the provisions of the second pnrngrnph of 

!n u, y. c, .PP. section 5 of title I of the First War Powers Act, 1941, the exlsting 
$ li0.i. organization of the Wnr Depnrt.ment under the provisions of Executive 

” ‘. ‘. ‘. ‘PP. Ortler Numbered 905” of February 28, 19+2, RS modified by Executive $ 601 rio,e 
*I u. 8. o. ‘PP. Order Kumbered 9722 of May 13, 1946, and the existing organization Ital note. 

su.s.o.(‘llnoh 
of the Department of the Navy under the provisions of Executive 
Order Numbered 9635 of September 29,1945 

1 
including the nssignment 

of functions to organizational units within t le War and Navy De nrt- 
men@ may, to the extent determined by the Secretary of De ense, r 
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continllc in force for two yrnrs following the date of enactment of this 
Act cxWpt to IllC rstcnt nwtlifictl by the provisions of this Act or under 
tllo aulllority of IIIW. 

TlfAssl‘1:l~ OF FuNlK3 

SW. 306. All uncxpcn~l~~~l I1:11:1nws of :Ipproprintions, allocations, 
norl:lll ,r~~l~ri:\lctl 
nv:til:l )Ic I 

IIIINIS, or of 11~1. lulltls ilv:~ilnble or hrrr:~fl~r ~wtlo 
fnr Iwo by or on bc,l~:~lf of the Army Air I~orccs or oIlicc~~s 

tllcreof, sllall bc tr;tnsferrctl to the Department of the Air Force for 
use in connection with the exercise of its functions. Such other 
u~~cs~~e~~cled b:llnnccs of npproprintions, allocations, nonnppropriatcd 
fllnd.5, or other funds nvnil:~blc or hprcnftcr made avnilnblo for us3 
by llic l)rp~rtment of \\‘nr or tllo Department of the Army in exercise 
0C futlctiolls transfcrrctl to the Dcp:wtmrnt of the Air Porco under 
this ,\ct, ns tllc Srcrct:lry of Defruso sllnll tletcrminc, shall be trans- 
fcrrrd lo the Dcpartmcnt of the Air Force for llsc in connection with 
the exercise of its functions. Unespc~~ded balances transferred under 
tllis section mny bo used for the purposes for which the appropriations, 
allocations, or other funds were originally made available, or for new 
ospcntlitures occasioned by tbo enactment of this Act. Tho transfers 
herein authorized may be made with or without warrant action as may 
bo appropriate from time to time from any appropriation covered by 
this section to any other such appropriation or to such new accounts 
estnblished on the books of the Treasury as may be determined t,o be 
necessnry to carry into effect provisions of this Act. 

AUTIIORIZATION FOR AI’PROPRIATIONS 

SEO. 307. There are hereby nuthorized to he appro f .: rinted such 
sums as may be necessary nnd npproprinte to carry out t 1e prowsions 
and purposes of this Act. 

DEFINITIONS 

SEC. 308. (a) As used in this Act, the term “function” includes “FuncUon.” 
functions, powers, and duties. 

(b) As used in this Act, the term “budget program” refers to recom- “Bndgcd m.” 

mcndntions as to th? apportionment, to the allocation and to the review 
of allotments of approprinted funds. 

SEPARABIIJTP 

SEC. 300. If any provision of this Act or the application. thereof to 
any person or circumstances is held invalid, the vshdlty of the 
remnlnder of the Act and of the application of such provision to other 
persons and circumstances shall not be affected thereby. 

EFFECTIVE DATE 

Sec. 310. (a) The first sentence of section 202 (a) nnd sections 1, ,pillffe* DP. Mo* ‘W 
2,307, 305,309, and 310 shall take effect immediately upon the enact-, 
ment of this Act. 

(b) Except as provided in subsection (a), the provisions of this Act 
shall take cffcct on whichever of the following days is the earlier: 
Tho day after the day upon which the Secretary of Defense first 
appointed takes office, or the sixtieth day after the date of the ennct- 
ment of this Act. 

SUCCESSION TO TIIE PRESIDENCY \ 

SEC. 311. Paragraph (1) of subsection (d) of section 1 of the Act 
entitled ‘LAn Act to provide for the performance of the duties of the 
office of President in case of the removal, resignation, death, or in- 
ability both of the President and Vice President”;approved July 18, 
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*n,r, p. 3% 1917, is nmrn(lcti by striking out “Secrctnry of Wnr” nnd inserting in 
lieu I IwrrT~f “Srcrctnry or Dcfellse”, 
t1rc Navy,“. 

nnd by striking out “Sccrctnry of 

Approrcd July 26, 1947. 
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Umted States and insure that the collective judg- (3) in numbers which substantially enlarge 
ment of both the Congress and the President will linited States Armed Forces eauipwd for combat 
apply to the introduction of United States Armed ah rody located in B foreign nation: 
Forces into hostilities, or into situations where im- thr,PresIdent shall submit within 48 hours to the 
mlnent involvement in hostilities 1s clearly indicated Si~~.~ker of the House of Representatives and to the 
by the cwumstanccs. and to the continued use of Prwdent pro ternpore of the Senate a report. in 
such forces in hostdrties or in such situations. writmg. setting forth- 

(b) Congressional lcpivlrtive power under necessary 
and proper clause. 

Under article I. section 8. of the Constitution. it 
is specifically provided that the Congress shall have 
the power to make all laws necessary and proper 
for carrying into execution, not only its own powers 
but also all other powers vested by the Constitution 
in the Goverrlment of the United States, or in any 
department or officer hereof. 

(A) the circumstances necessitating the intro- 
duction of United States Armed Forces; 

(BJ the constitutional and legislative authority 
under which such introduction took place: and 

.(C) the estimated scope and duration of the 
hostlhties or involvement. 

(h) Olhrr i~~formalion rrportcd. 
The President shall provide such other informa- 

ho” ‘1s the Congress may request in the fulfillment 
of Its constitutional responsibilities with respect to 
cowmilting the Natron to war and to the use of 
United States Armed Forces abroad. 

(c) I’rrwdeol~al execulive power as Commandcr-in- 
Chief: limllalion. 

The constitutional powers of the President as 
Commander-in-Chief to Introduce United States 
Armed Forces into hostlhties. or into sltuntions 
where imminent involvement r” hostditics is clenrly 
indicated by the circumstances. are exercised only 
pursuant to (II a declaration of war. (2) specific 
statutory authorization. or 13) a national emergency 
created by attack upon the Umted States, its ter- 
rltorles or possessions. or its armed forces. (Pub. L. 
93-148. § 2. Nov. I. 1973.87 Stat. 555.) 

SHORT TlTLE 

5 1542. Consultntion: initial nald regular con\ultatiolls. 
The President in every possible mstx~ce shall 

consult wth Congress before introducing Umtcd 
States Armed Forces into hostilities or into situa- 
tions where nnminent involvement in hostilities is 
clearly indicated hy the circumstances. and nfter 
every such Introduction shall consult regularly rvlth 
the Congress untd United States Armed Pxccs nre 
no longer engaced in hostdities or have been removed 
from such situations. (Pub. L. 93-148. ) 3. Nov. 7. 
1973.87 Stat, 555.) 

(1) into hostilities 0~‘ in10 situations where im- 
mlnent u~volrelnent in hostdlties is clearly indl- 
catcd by the circumstances; 

12) into the terraory. nirspnre or waters of B 
forelg” nation. while equipped for combat. except 
for deployments which relate solely to supply. re- 
&Xeme”t. repair. or trarning of such forces: or 

(c) I’rriadic wp0~1s; cemiannual requirement. 
Whenever U”lted States Armed Forces are intro- 

duced mto hostlhties or into R”T situation described 
in subsectlon (a) of thrs section, the President shall, 
sojong as such wned forces continue to be engaged 
i” such hostlllties or situation, regort to the Congress 
~,eriod~cally on the stntus of such hostilities or situa- 
tlon 8s well as on the scope and durRtlon of such 
hostilities or sltuntion. but in no event shall he report 
to the Congress less often than once every six 
months. (Pub. L. 93-148, S 4. Nov. 7. 1943, 81 Stat. 
555 1 

ErFECTwF DATE 

Each report subrnitted pursuant to section 1543 
(8) (1) of this title :.hall be transmitted to the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives and to the 
President PL‘O tempore of the Senate on the fame 
calendar day. Each report so transmitted shall be 
referred to the ComrnMee on Foreien Affairs of the 
House of Representatives and to the Committee on 
Foragn Relations of the Senate for appropriate ac- 
tion. If. when the report is transmitted. the Con- 
gress has adJourned sine die or has adjourned for 
n”y period in excess of three calendar days, the 
Swaker of the House of Representatives and the 
Pi’esident pro tempolc of the Senate. if they deem It 
ndvxnble Ior If petrtmned by at least 30 percent of 
the membership of their respecllve Houses, shall 
jmntl~ rcqueht the President to convc”e Congres 
in order that It may consider the report and take 
alwropriate action pursuant to this section. 

(h) ‘l’ermitlallml of uw of l’nitrd States Armrd 
170~rr\: e\cc~~liot~~; exlcn~~ora period. 

WIthin sixty calendar days after a report IS sub- 
mitted or is reqwed to be submltted pursuant to 
section 1543(a) (1, of this title, nhlchever is earlier. 
the President shall terminate any use of Umted 



Page 2151 

228 

TITLE 50.--WAR AND NATIONAL DEFENSE F 1546 

States Armed Forces wth respect to which such re- 
port was submitted (or required to be submlttedl, 
unless the Congress 11 1 llas declared ear or has 
enacted it specUic Ruthorlzatl,,” for such use of 
Unltcd States Armed Porces, 121 ha extended by 
la\” such sixty-day wrlod. or 13, 1s physlcnlly un- 
able to meet as a result of an armed attack upon 
the United States. Such sixty-day period shall be 
extended for not more than a;, addItiona thlr-ty days 
if the President determmes and certifies to the Con- 
gress m wrltmg that unnvoldable “Mitnry necessity 
respectmg the safety 01 Unlted States Armed Forces 
requires the continued use of such armed forces I” 
the course of brmglrig about a prompt removal of 
such forces, 

(c) Concurrent rrsolution for removal by President 
of Vnitrd Stntw .\rmcd Forrr~. 

Notwlthstandmg subsection lb) of this section, at 
any tune that United States Aimed Forces ore en- 
gaged in hostllitles outside the territory of the United 
States, its possessions and terrltorles wthout a 
declaration of war or specific statutory authoriza- 
tion, such forces shall be removed by the President 
if the Congress so directs by concurrent resolution 
(Pub. L 93-148, $5. Nov. 7. 1973. 87 Stat. 556.) 

5 154.5. Congressional priority procedures for joint WF- 

fa) Any joint resolution or bill introduced pur- 
suant to section 1544(b) of this title at least thirty 
calendar days before the expiration of the sixty-day 
period specified in such sectlon shall be referred to 
the Commlttee on Foreign AtTam of the House of 
Representatives or the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tlons of the Senate, as the case may be. and such 
committee shall report one such Joint resolution or 
bill, together with its recommendations. not later 
than twenty-four calendar days before the expira- 
tion of the sixty-day period specified in such section, 
unless such House shall otherwise determine by the 
yeas and nays 

(b) Any joint resolution or bill so reported shall 
beconw the pending business of the House in ques- 
tion Iin the case of the Senate the time for debate 
shall be equally divided between the proponents rind 
the opponents). and shall be voted on wthin three 
calendar days thereafter, unless such House shall 
otherwise determme by yeas and nays. 

cc) Such a joint resolution or bill passed by one 
House shall be referred to the committee of the 
other House named in subsection ta) of this sec- 
tion and shall be reported out not later than four- 
tee” calendar days before the expiration of th? !xly- 
day period specified in section 1544(b) of tl?‘~ ‘i!le 
The jomt resolutlon or bill so reported shall III ,we 
the pendmg busmess of the House in ques! :U :t”d 
shall be voted on within three calendar days ,t: a it 
has been reported, unless such House shall olhe1\\1se 
determine by yeas and nays. 

td) I” the case of any disagreement between the 
two Houes of Congress wth respect to a jomt reso- 
lut>on or bill passed by both Houses, conferees shall 
he prompllr apwmted and the committee of con- 
ference shall make and Ale a report wth respect to 
such resoiutmn or bill not later than four calendar 
days before the expiratmn of the sixty-day period 
specified in sectm” 15441 bl of this title. In the event 
the conferees are unable to agree wthin 48 hours. 
they shall report bock to their respective Houses I” 
dlsngreement. Notwlthstandlng any rule in either 
Howe concerning the prmtmg of conference reports 
,n the Record or concermng a”y delay I” the con- 
slderntion of such reports. such report shall be acted 
on bv both Houses not later than the exviratmn of 
such sixty-day period. (Pub. L. 93-148, 5 6, NOV. I. 
1973. 87 Stat 557.1 

I156 0merrnsional priority procedures for concur- 

Ia) Any concurrent resolution introduced pursu- 
ant to section 1544(c) of this title shall be referred 
to the Committee on Foreign ARairs of the House of 
Representatives or the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions of the Senate. as the case may be, and one such 
concurrent resolution shall be reported out by such 
commlttee together with Its recommendations within 
fifteen calendar days, unless such House shall other- 
wse determine by the yeas and nays. 

(b) Any concurrent resolution so reported shall 
become the pending business of the House in ques- 
tion (in the case of the Senate the time for debate 
shall be equally divided between the proponents and 
the opponents! and shall be voted on within three 
calendar days thereafter, unless such House shall 
otherwise determine by yeas and nays. 

cc) Such a concurrent resolution passed by one 
House shall be referred to the committee of the other 
House named in subsection (a) of thls seetlon and 
shall be reported out by such committee together 
with its recommendations wrthln flfteen calendar 
days and shall thereupon become the pending busl- 
ness of such House and shall be voted upon within 
three calendar days, ““less such House shall other- 
wise determme by yeas and nays. 

cd) I” the case of any disagreement between the 
two Hourea of Congress with respect to a concurrent 
resolution passed by both Houses, conferees shall be 
promptly pppointed and the committee of confer- 
ence shall make and file a report with respect to 
such concurrent resolution within six calendar days 
after the legislation is referred to the COmmittee of 
conference Notwithstanding any rule In either House 
concerting the prr”tmg of conference reports in the 
Record or concerning any delay in the consideration 
of such reports, such report shall be acted on by both 
11ouses not later than six calendar days after the 
conference report is filed. In the event the con- 
ferees are unable to agree within 48 hours, they shall 
report back to their respective Houses in disagree- 
ment. (Pub. L. 93-148, 5 7, NOV 7, 1913,87 Stat 557.) 
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5 1547. Interpretation of joint resolution. 

(a) InfcTrnws from any law or treaty. 
Authority to Introduce United States Armed Forces 

lnto hostihties or into situatmns wherein involve- 
ment in hostlhties is clearly Indicated by the circum- 
stances shall not be inferred- 

(1) from any provision of law (whether or not 
in effect before November 7. 1973). mcludmg 
any provision contained in any e.ppmprn,tion 
Act, unless such provision specifically authorizes 
the introduction of United States Armed Forces 
into hostilities or into such situations and states 
that it is Intended to constitute specific statutory 
authorization within the meaning of this joint 
resolution; or 

(2) from any treaty heretofore or hereafter rstl- 
fled unless such treaty is Implemented by legisla- 
tron specifically authorizing the introduction of 
United States Armed Forces into hostilities or into 
such situations and stating that It ls Intended to 
constitute specific statutow authorization withln 
the meaning of this joint resolution. 

(b) Joint headquarters operations of high-level mili- 
tary commands. 

Nothing in this joint resolution shall be construed 
to require any further s~eclflc statutay suthorlza- 
tion to permlt members of United States Armed 
Forces to participate jointly with members of the 
armed forces of one or more foreign countries in the 
headquarters operations of high-level military com- 
mands which were established prior to November I. 
1973, and pursuant to the United Nations Charter or 
any treaty ratified by the United States prior to 
such date. 

(cj Introduction of rnitcd States Armed Forces. 
For purposes of thls iomt resolution, the term “in- 

troductlon of United States Armed Forces” Includes 
the assignment of members of such armed forces to 
command. coordmate. participate in the movement 
of, or accompany the regular or irregular mIlltan 
forces of any foreign country or government when 
such mlhtary forces are engaged. or there exists 81, 
imminent threat that such forces will become en- 
wgcd. m hostilltles. 

(d) Coostitutionol authorities or existing treaties en. 
afTt.clrd; constructIon against grant of Prcsiden. 
tial authority respecting use of United Statea 
.\rmed Forces. 

Nothmg in this joint resolution- 
(11 is Intended to alter the constitutlone.1 au- 

thority of the Congress or of the President, or the 
provisions of exlstmg treaties: or 

(2) shall be construed as granting any authorltl 
to the President with respect to the introduction 
of United States Armed Forces into hostilities or 
mto situatmns wherein involvement in hastilitles 
IS clearly indicated by the circumstances wbkh 
authority he would not have had in the absence of 
this ]oiqt resolution 

(Pub. L. 93-148. 5 8. Nov. 7. 1973.87 Stat. 558.) 

5 1548. Separability clause. 

If any provision of this joint resolution or the ep- 
plication thereof to any person or circumstance IS 
held Invalid. the remainder of the joint resolution 
and the application of such provision to any other 
person or cwcumstance shall not be affected thereby. 
(Pub. L. 93-148. IS. Nov. 7. 1973. 91 Stat. 559.) 

E-m DATE 
section eRect,w NOV. 7. 1973. see ~ecrton IO of Pub. L. 

93-148. set ““t 8s 8 note under Ketlon IS,, o* tbLa t,ue. 
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