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In a hideaway office where his visi-
tors can’t be noted by the curious,
Sen. Frank Church (D-I1da.) is hard at
‘work investigating his country’s in-
telligence services. It’s not the mis-
itakes of the past that most concern
ithis normally lighthearted and friend-
1y man. It's concern for the future..

“A wise preacher once told me to be
ccareful how I selected an enemy.
‘Once you begin to spend time think-
mg about your enemy, he told me,
“you become like him.'”

* This, Frank Church thmks is:what
ihappened to the CIA. It became s0
iobsessed with the power, the brilli-
.ance, the deeds and. the deceptions
of the Russian KGB that it became
‘the mirror-image of the KGB. If the
'KGB opposed a military regime, the
§CIA supported it; if the KGB set up

a Communist front the CIA set up its

‘opposxte if the KGB supported -a can-
ididate, the CIA supported‘that candi-
:date’s opponent.” Was the regime or
the front or the candidate worth sup-
porting? That didn’t matter. Opposing
the KGB was what mattered, -

i 'History suggests that there is a lot
of sense to this analysis, and Frank

‘Church is a sensnble man, He is quite

;sure. that his country needs a secret
intelligence agency; he is fully aware
‘of the fact that CIA gets the blame
for much that CIA has never done or
:attempted to do; he knows that Sec-
iretary of State Henrv Kissinger dis-

" trusts him and his investigation, and

f

he is determined that there will be
no security breaches, which might
give Kissinger just cause to complain.

" He also knows that the Ford admin-_

istration will. try to ake the Rocke-
feller commission’s investigatioh the
basis for what to do with CIA in the

future/ “The Congress,” he says con- .

fidently, “will wait to hear from us.”

Sitting in his hideaway office under
the portrait of predecessor William E:
Borah; Frank Churche does not look
like a man who could be very much
interested in spies and bagmen, dirty
tricks and assassination plots. “Boy-

:ish” is the adjective most frequently '

used to describe him. But Frank
Church is old enough to have served

in intelligence during wartime, and

he has. given much thought to the
problems secret intelligence attempts
to solve - and to the problems the
attempt creates.

Church’s present view is that the
CIA ought to discontinue covert op-
erations; that is, the attemut tn infly-
ence foreign governments by secret
means. “Eventually,” he muses, “the
secret . operation nearly always be-
comes public. It is nearly always em-
barrassing,  and nearly always seems
in retrospect tp have been 'a mistake.
But so long as the machinery to mount
the operations exists, so long as a
huge bureaucracy depends upon
mounting them, so long as men owe

1

self-esteem and promotions to prov-

§

ing they can mount them, they will

go on being mounted.”
Church knows the countenargument

‘‘The . Russians are doing 1t “Why

shouldn’t we?
“After nearly 30 years of buymg
that argument, we now own an or-

ganization which is feared all over °

the world, feared more perhaps even
than the KGB. The Russians may not
care about how the world regards

them. But the United States does. The .
reputation of the CIA undermines -

the State Department, undermines the
U.S. Information Agency, undermines

the Peace Corps and makes the United |
States suspect wherever it wants- to °

be trusted.”

Frank Church seems to have made '

up his mind, and there’s nothing

wrong with that. The hard-liners on .

his committee, Sen. Barry Goldwater

(R-Ariz.), for example, will have a
“chance to .argue with him. But -

Church’s view is something new in -

this city, which for a long time has
sone aiong wiili the idGea that coveri
operations were essential and - that

«the only problem was how to control |
- them. Listening to Church is to be'

reminded - that the 'United States got;
along without peacetime covert” op-;
erations until after World War II,!
and our reputation, prestige, influ-
ence and power did not, in retrospect,
seem to have been diminished thereby.
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