f Ideologues and political realists still
‘argue the propriety of the CIA’s under-~
‘Zwtiting 1ntemationa1 activities by stu-
“dent and labor groups, Was it a disaster
*%or America? Or was its exposure the
disaster? Contrariwise, was it simply a
rudent and necessary, thing to do?

*water Thé one undebatably good piece

*Dt news to come out of the tempest has' - -
«been the evidence that Barry has not . '
>Jgst -his master touch at putting com- .

“Plex: events into easy, focus, .

i the money went to “left - wing”

:llttle and get some covert support for
~thie Young Republicans,

‘and as a matter of fact it immediately
,zlevaloped that one highly. conservative

oup, the Cuban Freedom Committee,

ad received more than $1 million from
fthe CIA. But why limit the spending
w,;mjnclple to young Republicans? The
i0ld ones could stand a little of that
A{nder-the-counter overhead -as : well.

~?t?f\zen the Democrats, now that Bobby-

;Ba,ker seems indefinitely retired -from
litics, could probably use a bundle now.

S and then.
Come to think of it, at Whlte House

. Out of all this one volce emerges .
;ealm and clear 'that of Barry Gold-

* What the -agency did was O, with
~G ‘but How come, he wants to kinow,

{15es? He'd like to spread it around a | -

7=, He’s right, of course, as “always—

Barry and the CIA

‘meetings of the “Prestdent's Club” of
‘heavy sugar daddies, isn’t there always '

one member who stands in the shadows,

“turns his head. away from cameras a.nd B
never has much to say?: .
: We may already be well along the ’
Goldwater route to getting Intelllgence»,

into polltics

. w“Well lf Bobby Kennedy runs out :

" of travel ideas it isn’t because LBJ
hasn’t told him where o go.”



