Lear verry, re; On The Srink 3/19/89

Between innings of the ball game I read the first two pages of the 29?103110 and y
I was reminded of what + told you, that with kicYeorgd Bundy writing the preface the juw*”'
bouk would be favorable to the U.S. position or not unfavorable to it, I've forgotten
which, I found what I regard as confirmation on the first page, their statement that
ahruschev's reaction to our announcement of discovery of the missiles was of shock.
On its face, aside from reflecting the attitude I anticipated, this cannot be serious
analysis. Serious mammume analysis should have led the authors to believe that it is
more likely that “hruschev should have been surprised it took so long ror them to have
been discovered. On the second page they say that, more or less, we vere inclined to
accept Khruschev's initial offaér of a solution. My recollection offy be wrong but it is
my recollection that the excom and JFK were 2271: then inclined to accept his offer. I
think also thqt given the climate if we'd bee/inclined %o accept there would have been
so.e kind of rapld indication of it, to prevent what was at any time the clear possi-
bility of a greut disaster. So, reminded of its existence by their ‘éootnota. I checked
their chronology. From the top there are grave omissions ranging from any reference to
what “uba was saying at the UN about aggressive US acts and even the forecast of the Kay
of 'Figa to any single reference to any single US aggressive act except for a very neutral
statement of the Bay of P:ige invasion., I skinmed the chronology after this and there is
no mention of eny aggressive act, not even of Mongoose and the publicly known attempts
to assassinate Castro.

Perhaps an instant analysis like this is not dependable but we'll see as i read
the book.

I expect it to be favorable to the positions of U.S. participants in the conference
4s well as, by and large, earlier and official representations of the U.S. position.
This is not to say thet L expect their reporting to be inaccurate. But by omissions as
those ['ve indicated can influénce the readers' undevstanding of the history they
recount, so also can they by their couments and interpretations and opinions.

4/20/89  &fter finishing the prologue wund beginuing the first chapter my feeling that
this book is designedly partial to the U.S. poaition has grown and I'm satisfied it is
coprect when I come to (page 32):".. what causcd the Cuban mi“ssile crisis was cap
concigely in the following statement (by CES News):'...the presence of Soviet missiles
capable of changing the balance of powers..'"

There was no "balance" of power to be changed. it was the imbalance of pover
heaviily in favor of the U.S. that could have been changed then by the presence of those
Soviet missiles in Luba.

There is partisanship in the allegation that it was the prescnce of those missiles
that "ecaused" the crisis. From the USSR's and I think any genuinely impartial and scholarly
point of view it is what as far as I've gone and looked is entirely absent - U.S, gross
violations of international luw in its agrressive policies and acts against Cuba. Con—
sistent with this belief is the entire absence in the chronology to any act by the U.S.
until, only five days before the ﬁay of Pigs invasion this item: " .o (JK) p.‘adgea the U.S,
will not intervens militarily to overthrow Castro." Four days later Castro's mobilization
order and announcement that the US plans an invasion and the day after that the invasion.
(Thés gets back to the total absence here and in anything I've read at any time on the
crigis of any referecnce to what “ubs was alleging, especially regularly at the UN, The
fay of fig: and what preeeeded ity missing in this chrohonolgy®d the U.S. air atacks
on “uba intended to wipe its small air force out.) :

The muthors' classifications of doves and hawks is subject to question and there
are some he does not clasgify as either, like Bundy and “usk, who they suy bent their
efforts toward preventing hasty action. The: first "hasty" uction that was prevented is
what brought the world to the brink of aelf-destruction because there were genuine doves,




not only those gung ho! for an invaston of “uba or aerial attucks on it. Adlai Stevenson
correctly understood the actuslities of the situation and his proposed solution, as “ now
recall if, was in essence the wltimate solution. #o was attacked wviciously for this and
awong those attacking and their associates and lixe-minded nuver recovered his reputation.
Then CI4 head John hctone held a similar view @ntil it was changed, 4 presume under peer
and UIA bureaucrut pressure. Lf these two are considered doves then the hawks are Bundy
and “usk.It is only by comparison with those who wanted to launch a war imuediately that
those two can be considered dovieh. 3

Certainly at the beginning of a book intended to enlighten on that grave crisis
there ought be some mention of the extraordinary acts of the Eisenhower administration,
particularly the truly esceptional act of breaking relations only 17 days before the

new ddministration took office. It without questjon boxed the new administration into
the policies and acts of the outgoing administration, eliminated all other options
that éuld be considered by the incoming administration.

Whith no chron item for the last two years of the outgoing administation - thé first
is Batista's fall and the seond and only other item, Cuba's announcement of its aligmment
with the USSR - the uninformed or unthinking rea 8 not aware of all thet the U.S. was
and had been doing; its effort to bankrupf Fuba while bleeding it economically, with
the wefusal of the US poil companies with refineries in Cuba to handle crude Cuba was
buying foem others at enommously less that the US coprporations were charging jthe
straw that broke Cuba's economic back not even indicated, That is what triggered what
also is omitted, Cuba's nationaligations, particularly of the refineries.

lo mutter how fairly the authors treat the conference they begin with unscholarly
and I think intellectually dishonest partisanship in favor the U.S. position that is
represented by the U.¥. participants. They begin in a manner calculated to iuapose their
partisanship bn readers and on interpretations that can of will be made of their reécol-
legtions of that crisis and their positions and arguments of that period.

I noticed mlso that the chronology does not include the professional historians
account, Schlesinger's, or any of the daily papers’, like the New York Times. (page 31)
“+ also does not include the earlien wgntings of some of those whose books it did use,
like Hilsman's. I do not recall that what he wrote for the mass circulation Look nagazine,
which distributed more than 7,000,000 copies but 1 do suggest that his and other such
much earlier accounts could have diff ered from accounts prepared later and after much
thought sone of which could have been self-serving. From the time lclone changed his
position my belief, based on what I recall from that period, is that noms, not a single
one, really served the Fpagident well; that none was willimr to consider the realities,
internationsl law (which was violated even by the "quarantam“) or any solution not based
on U.S. power and the willigness to use ite

Given the signifigance it was to assume T think there should have been some exposition
of what is "defensive" and what is "offensive" — of how the US could claima that our
missiles in Turkey (the authors refer to them as NaT0's, not ours), right on the IJ‘-§SR'5
borders, are only defensive while those in Cuba are only offensive, (This was a anjor
factor in what the US said in public and what was argued in private., it was a major
argument when no part offithe press even questioned anything the government said and
in fact argued that what we do is defensive and what the USSR does, not matter how
jdentical, is offensive.) I think that such omissions in preparing the resder and scholars
of the future to understand the discussiond and that part of history reflect authors
pregudices in favor of the US position, something less than intended impertiality and
detachyent in thiir approach.



I am not going to make notes on the entire book. I'c stopping at the end of the
“irst session, page 45. What I have in mind is showing students two things in particu-
lar, that on the basis of quite me:ger evidence it is possible to make instunt analyses
that are accurnte (as I did as soon as I suw McNam.re foreword on the dust jacket) and
that first-rank suthorities orten faif in sigpbe analyses because of their own personal
involvements and positions they have taken in the paste

Bugring on what I've told you in the past is a mere passing rererence to the fuct
ﬁhat admiral anderson said in September, the month before the crisis, thatgthe USSR was
putting missles in Cuba.(27) he bnrw

By the time I got to page 54 I wau satisiied that not one of the participuants
was trying to think as Khruschev thought, tried to assess his problems as he, not they,
saw them or to understand (ghis purposes as he, not they, suw this purposes., 411 of their
thinking, all of their comuent, is in terms of U.S. perceptions, including of his problems
and his purposes.

Taubman, i: casting about in his thinking about Khruschev's objectives did include
"defending Cuba," McNamara , again in passing, did admit that this could have beeh a
"secondary” objective (he evaluated the earlier Berlin crisis as a main cause), and
Garthoff acknowledged that this (i.e., « secondary objective) "is true to some extent"
and a "secondary consideration and a later consideration" to .}{l.a't:l.fy“ what he did," but
none of them indicate any belief that Khruschev's real objectivex uasdén Jtheir words,
to "@efend" Uuba against U.S. attack. hey do w1 adm b Thef Mm gent e

Thig gets to what I regard as a fundemental dishonesty # the omission of known
and relevant factors. You noted one om page 47, alongside Chayes' comment that the decision
to put missiles in Chba was made in May of Jone of 1962 - loongoose was earlier, of that

sarch, However, there is no mention of Mongoose in the chronology and Thmseto this point Thene

has not been any mention of it by any participant in the conference. Nor has any parti-
cipant nade any reference to any act, particularly any provocative or aggréssive act,
by the U.S. Two only are noted in the chronology.

Their reasoning ignores what is in the chronology, Caa‘t:ro'sj- uly 27, 1962 state-
pent that Cuba was taking messures that would make any attack on it the equivalent of
& world war. (I note that his intelligence was good enough for him to have mobilized the
day before the Bay of Pigs invasion, as the chronology does reflect.)

These participants are still thinking in terms of justifying U.S. actions that
could have virtually ended the world. They are not thinking in terms of learning so that
any such catastrophe m:l.&t be avoided in the future. and to this point in their conference
they are all, each and every one of them, incapable of putting themselves in the position
of their adversary and trying to think as he would have thought, trying to perceive his
objectives as he might have perceived them.

in even small details they are less than forthright and they allege we were
deceived by the UuSR which sllegedly said it would not introduce offemsive weapons,
There is more mention of “Yromyko's meeting with JFK on the eve of the crisis. 1 recall
it quite well. He said that the USSR was providing Cuba with only dedensive weapons. JFK
und others later said this was deliberate deception because the missiles were offensive.
Yhey used this to inflame our people. I think the participants steer away from this be-—
cause it cannot be argued that our missiles on the USSR's borders are defensive while
their missiles neur us are only offensive. Our government had to deceive and mislead the
people becuuse the crisis was the consequence of U.S. injtiatives, provocative and
aggressive.

While there isjome reference to the Berlin crisis there is not a single word that

reflects what caused it and there is no effort made at even this late date to underdt:und
why “hruschev took that step. There is no indicatiok from the conferees that JFK went to




nis conference with Khruschev determiner to heed his advisers and show Khruschev just

how tough he and we were - the only thing the USuk understood, in the conventional
wisdom. Nor wus there any indication of gur side expecting any reaction to the deliberate
drain from Bast Germeny of its more skilled people, an economic disaster for it that

was ended by the wall.

In a sense reading these eelections from this first session is frightening
becsuse it really says that after 25 years our supposed best brains still did not
really underetand what had happened, what had caused it or how such a frightful crisis
might again be created.

w another comment on participant partiality and dishonesty: "guarantine." There is
no sych thing under international law, It is a title invented to circumvent the fact that
a blockade, which is what it really was,fis an act of war.

The Soviets had as much legal right to place missiles in Cuba as we did to place
them sanywehere outside ouf own borderd. They had a legal right to place them in “uba.
We did not have a legal right to blockade Euba. And that blockade was an act of war.
There is no discussion of this. Until the seconfi session reference is to the alleged
qxf.arantim. The second session begins with any honest reference to it, still without
dasc¥ssion, as ap blockade.

immediately to Chapter 5 on the Cambridge conference.

It is entirely different for two reasons; the

remarkable forthrightness and openness of the USSR's

people and the greally increased honesty by the dmericans who were less inclined %o
justify themselves although they still did to a great degree, .At tiie end although

the US delegation had moved much toward a {’ 1 1?nderatanding of the crisis and what led
to it they still have not bedn able to for and articulate even to thmselves any
basic recognition of US responsibility for it. The still cling to the self-deception ¥hat
Bhruschev's adventurinm, the word tacen from Mikoyan, is what really caused it. There
still was not a word on US policy and acts that at the least triggered what bhruschev
did. For example, on page 289, Nye blames that crisis on "unclear comnunication of
interests with a gambling man.," There was no such unclear commnication from the other
side and there was ngne at all by our side. There was no mention at JE'.% 9§ the obliga-—
tions Khruschev had with Eastro. Yet in even this pathetically i.nadaqua{e I think to the
pojnt of dishonesty) of the chronology, its first 1962 item is the 04S aoi‘l::l.on against
Cuba for which the US was entirely responsible. Next is JFK declaration of an embargo
againat “uba. T, what is not relevant if the Ml US wus not aw of it then, the
May item that chav was considering putting missiles in Cuba # (but in this regard,
the US participants knew that two months earlier we had started Mongoose); then the
“uban delegation to Hoscow, which I'm sure is not the first knowledge the US had that
Castro wes seeking helpjfrom the USSR (July);and then Castro's July 27 statement that
"Cuba was taling measures that would meke any direct attack on Cuba the equivalent of a
world war." If this were all, and it is far from all, what further "oommunication of
interests” did the US need? Yat without any dissent from any US particppant Mye concludes

3/23/89 after speaking to you yesterday I skipped A/ )
will

W/t e this childish self-justification and again keys that to Khruschev's alleged character.

Our side still did not face the realities of what our side was responsible for.

I found gddituonal confirmation of the accuracy of my contemporaneous analysis in
what was said, particularly by the USSR people. I was quite correct in my belief that
Ahrudchev was not trusting his own diplomacy to handle what he started. Dobrynin did
not know a thing about it. I thought that was clear at the time and I was satisfied
when we learned thal Khruschev had gotten his wwn nqﬁ. I then presumed KGB, to mkae his
offer through John Scali. They could not have salected a less imaginative, more orthodox
US attitude than Scali's. When I read the artille he wrote on this I wgs impressed that
even then he didn't understand what he'd been involved in.
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Burlatsky mss says on 229 what 1've been saying for years, that in all armaments
the USUR was only keeping up with the Jfonaaea and was not taking leads or initiutives. It

was only cdtching up.

I found his opinion on why Khruschev did what he did more suitable for a play or a
novel and he attributes it to nuclear parity, without asldng himself what the US response
would be. He knew perfectly what what the range o US responses could be and he was right.

He knew also, I am sure, that the US could have launched a war, {lerhaps even missiles, but
that it would not. Surlatsky is sure that this busindss was not discusséd with the Frassidium
(235)and had discussed it with "maybe two,Malinovsky and likoyen.'He does make this one
passing reference to their "pespomsibilities to the @ubans, especially after the HYay of Pigs."
But even then he could not see how the successful outcome of what *hruschev luunched

could lead to detente. Bven after it did! Mikoyan says the same thing (239) and that the

main purpose “was the defense of Cuba,"

I was correct also in believing that Khruschev did not intend for his missiles to
be used. (241) ftikoyan says, "Well, the idea was that their very existence would deter
am American invasion. If would not be necessary to lauch them." This is true and it worked
that waye :

\hat Shaknazarov says wbaut the causes (257) also confirms what I had believed, and
no US participant disputed that it was the US attitudem policies and acta.

Thal even “4koyen lacked full understanding is reflected in whatuhe says about
warheads in GHba, I am eware that he is quoted from the recent Moscow conference as saying
waril bads were there but here it is only a Bkel belief flor which he had no proof at all.
fbe Wsm Baid that "surely" there were warheads there. Burlatsky says, 1'm not so sure. Who
told you?" Mikoyan's response is "Well, it would have been senselesa to have missiles
theré mmE but no warheads.” Taubmen then reflects a glimmer of understanding that he does
not carry forward. (Noxr does any other US participant!):"No, it wouldn't. It could have

boon a bluff.? But look at the logic. There would be no point —* ho is interrupted by (UJ. r4f.)

Lebow, Mot necessarily; if we believed there were warheads there, then you would have the
deterrent value of the missiles." When “dkoyan says only thtt"I am sure there were war-—
heads there YBurlatsky asks why, says it is opinion only and "I am sure we did nok (nis
emphasis) hive warheads in Cuba," When Mollamars 9y says that without warheads they'd

run all the risks, Nye disagrees and points out "There's one risk they wouldn't run,
thoughf, Bob, and that is the risk of an inadvertent muclear luunch.” (274) Apparently
nobody recalled what hhruschev had earlier said on this, patricularly about a madman.

the pest of this discussiofy established that there was no control against accidental or
irresponsible launch of USSR miliiles.

That the USSK participants were not aware of whether or not there were wurheads
indicates strongly the exceptional degree %90 which Khruschev kept what he wes doing
secret. le didn't even trust his own side #n Wm being able to ptqceed with
his plan to keeping it secret. Contrary to the b4 , such as Mclamare¥s in his
clesing atatement, of the impdrtance of keeping the other side fully informed, and as a
generality for today perhaps hd is right, even with the Reagans and Bushes we spew up, I
think the exact opposite was true in 1962 and that it was only the secrecy and control that
led to the successful end of that crisis.

I don't recall any siggle reference to or aximowledgement of by any US participants
of what the US wad and had been doing that motivated Khrischev,xiionadn Shalnagg “rov
‘goes into some of these causes on 257 and no US participant has a.twt‘ns.ng to say about it.
Or, for all the progress in their thinking and understanding, they still were not willing
to try to cofront the realities and their responsibilities of that terrible days.
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The sixth and last chapter, the end of the book, is not a fair or impartial
sumpary or,analysis of the conference so unprecedented in its nature and content. It
rather is a continuation of the implicit and explicit argument that by and large the
U.S. position and conduct weru correct and that the Excom's deliberations were rational
and reasonable. The authors are 80 biased, I think so unscholarly, that toward the end of
the part of this chapter preceeding the subsection "The Conduct and Resolution of the
Crisis" theyrefer to the “mendacity of the Soviet deployment." What in the deployment the
USSR was untruthful or lied about is not stated and the reason is that it cannot be
stated. The USSR made no statement about it until Khruschev later stated his reasons -
and that they are valid reasons is established by the fact that they are his first offer
of settlement and the enhancement of his offer in the US proposal that was the settle-
ment, Suppose, in considering this, that the U.S. had immediately accepted his offer to
Jithdraw the missiles if the US guaranteed not to invade “uba? Had he any other objective,
would he not have lost it by his own offer? and did the US not enhance it, a matter to here
not referred to, by extending the guw.rantee to protect Cuba against any invasion, a promise
the USSR itself couwld not make and keep? Is it not entirely unscholarly and vielently
biased to infer that USSR missiles in “uba are offensive and the US's in Turkey are
defensive? So, whurein is this alleged mendacity? and how inpartial is their analysis and
comment when their own chronology for 1961 states that only five days before the lay of
Pigs invasion JFK "pledges the U.S. will not intervene militiprial to overthrow “astro?
How impartial are they when I've seen no reference to Mongoose or to any US plot to
assassinate Castro?

Not to mark the book up, I've copied the first few pages of this chapter and made a few
notes some of which may not be fullg legible, I add a few comments to them.

as #l# Excom before had not, the US participants have not, on their own, considered
that defense of Cuba was hhruschev's motive in putting missiles in Cuba. They have not
on their own acknowledged that what is right for the US ander internatjonal law is also
right for the USSR, Instead they actually argue against this and draw on sources of
obvious partiality to advance their argument.

There is no assessment of the rationality of the reasons, conjectured reasons
by the U8, for anyone risking a nuclear holocaust for these conjectured reasons. tikio
Likd the lang-past Berlin crisis or domestic considerations for the Ui (which, inci-
dentally, the USSR participants moted were the opposite of reality. il{hruachav was then
stronger at home than he had ever been.)

They repeatedly emphasize questions of Khruschev's rationality and although without
access to the full transcript of the comversations we cannot know all that was said, it
appears to me that their selectlons are designed, as I fult as soon as I saw that Bundy
conttibuted the foreword, to support the US position and the Excom and its deliberations
and advice.

They even argue that the US planned to invade Cuba because it had no such intentions.
Again, no mention of Mongoose or of Congressional hearings while they draw on such partisan
sources as Horelick and Ulam.

Their "eight dominant theoriea" of the cause of the erisis appear on 293-4, s«nd
in the assessment of them they do not mention Ehruschev's first proposal or the agreed-
to settlement. What actuaslly happened is not relevant but the ludiecrous, the fifth
“reason," is "to restore Soviet preeminence in the socialist world" and the sixth, to
"boost the morale and prestifie iy the Soviet bloc" is.

Students not know enough to be able to evaluate bias and faithfulness on page
506 but I think itis biased and unfaithful to fact, largerly in what it is not honest
ar‘?‘o%h to state and instead infers. Kennedy's speech was 10/22, "When Khruschev finally
répoded..." the authors say. Finally when at most there was only a day, perhaps only
pér’é of a day, between Kennedy s speuch and his rusponse? The next sentence referring to

nis response employs such words as "salvo" and "barrage,” It implies that what “hruschev
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said is without basis in fact but it was quite solidly based and was completely accurate.
The US did "violate" the UN charter and international norms, including freedom of navi-
gation. Thereafter the authors refer to the "wuarantine" but they never say that under
international law there is no such thing, that it was an invented description to avoid
what it actually was, a "blgRckafle” and that does violate law and norms. Pravda"s |
headlines, to the authors, " screamed." It is "ominous" to them that fhruschev denounced

the Yquarantine" as "banditry" but they do not addressm whether or not, under international

law, it was this. They thereby imply that oncu again Khrischev was wrong and irrational

and the US was right in what it did. To make th:}sg appear to be so and once again to

pay that the UR “won" the erisis, they quote Rugk on blinking. To further this misrep-
resentation they still make no reference to the final solution.

To me this is not scholarship. It is propaganda guised as scholarship.

They continue to argue and misrepresent in their interpretations. On Khruschev's
response to JFK's letter of the 25the, in which he describes the consequdnces of the two
wars in which he fought, they quote Khruschev on this extensively but when they get to
his proposal for a settlement they do not quote. They describe it we as "vague" without
saying how. There is no vagueness in their own paraphrase of it:"the missiles in Cuba
would be withdrawn in return for an American pledge not to invade Cuba." They say
there are "terms Kennedy and the Excom could accept." Unly they didn't! Which they do not =
say. (Barlier they resrsented that JFK did not have enough time but Khruschev's long letter
was the next day and by the next da.yﬁ‘x had not even indicated this was a proposal that
cduld be discussed. Then they continue to argue that what he got was not what Shruschev
wanted but that "it seems (he) had made up his mind that securing one of his goads-
the defenge of Cuba - was all he could reasonably hope for..." They have buslt throughout
on their selecthonf and arguments that this was not Khruschev's objective, then maybe it
was a secondary pbjective, and now they have him badking down so they could represent a
US victory and up with the E=com!,.

There is no end to the double~standard scholarship. On page 309 they lament that
", ..whenJohn Scali was sent to ask Aleksanddr Fomin why the (acceptable) proposal of
July 26 had been superceded by the missile-trade proposal before the President had eveh
had a chance to reply," this is the same time lag -or more—~ than led them tg s.y that
when he replied overnight Khruschev had "finally" replied. They say "acceptgle" but the
fact is that it was not accepted nor was Khruschev given even a hint that it was being
considered. later on this page they refer to"an Amerisan non-invasion pledge," of which
there had not been any. &a though to imply that there had been one they have a footnote,
but thut footnote could have been in the text, without another footnote, because it only
refers to page 254, where there is no citation of any such pledge. They could say, of
course, that they had something else in mind, like the discussion of the missle—awap
propesal. And stil],&mving made no reference to the ultimate solution, they quote
Mighsel Tatu as saying this was "the most important Soviet blunder" when in fact it
resulted in greater guarantees than the USSK had demanded. Which they still have not
reported or commented on. Or, nothing fails like success to scholars.

This sé ¢tion headed "resolution" in fact has not a single word to say about that
resolution, to which I've referred as its solution. }t continues to arge, slants and
twists fact to argue, and blames Khruschev for mistakes when he gucceedéd and even says
that at the end - which is not once menticned in any way — he "must have realized that
his position was no longer tunable and that further delayas were unwarranted." What delay
by Ahruschey? All he did was sit back and wait for JFK to promise hinm more than he'd
asked for! pefers to "panic" in Ehruschev's small group and say# they could not risk
solving the ambiguity — which did not exist. Khruschev did nothing after offering the
Uuba-Turkey missle swap. Not & single thing! He sat, he waited andhe got more than he'd
asked for-

Vontirming my recollection, however, is their statement that Khriischev rushed his
answer— to what is not even hinted at — to ladio Koscow. I recqlled telegraphy. I presume




that this was the text of what Khruschev suid as it was broadcast by Radio Moscow.

The last section of this chapter is on the education of bothi leaders. It still
dpes not mention a word about the solution of how it was readhed, who formulated it
and under what circumstances or even that JFK sent a proposal to Khruschev. This is one
hell of a scholarly wuy to write an entire book on how the world was "On the Brink" of
a nucleur holocaust — withiout a word on the solution that got them away from that rbink.
Nor is there a single word on the publicly-known and quite extensive subsequent corres-—
pondence between the debrinked leaders. Unleas it is in the short BEpilogue. They have
argued that Mhruschev was wrong, irrational, a gmhbler, and that we won. So they begin
the epilogue by suying that whilefit is customuy to end with a sumuary of its conclusions
they wou¥t do it. and they don't, although they do argue a bit more.

I think this book will succeed in arguing a preconceieved line and that most of
those who read it will not be able to read it criticially or that whose who are equipped
will not do so because of its pretended evenness and avpidance of blaming.

I've at several points alleged dishonesty and I am aware that others may not
agree. I note that the book entirely avoids any mention of what happened after they
allege the terrible blunger Khruschev in offering the missle swap and 1 say that this
cannot be regarded as honest, whether or not it was discussed at Eambridge because lagge
sections from at best dublous sources are quoted throughout, and they were not quoted
from the Cambrudge conference. There is nothing I can see compatible with honesty or the
intent to try to be hone:t that permits writing a book about that crisis without a single
word on how it was solved, how it endadé



