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H
ere w

e go again
: In

 _ th
e n

am
e of 

n
a

tio
n

a
l se

c
u

r
ity

, th
e
 H

o
u

se
. o

f 
R

ep
resen

ta
tiv

es h
a

s a
g

reed
 to

 let 
P

resident F
ord sit as editom

ensor for its 
report on the abuses of the C

IA
 and O

ther 
intelligence agencies. 

M
r. F

ord apparently w
ill be free to M

ake 
W

hatever deletions w
ould be necessary to 

a
v

o
id

 em
b

a
rra

ssm
en

t fo
r h

im
, h

is 
subordinates or his predecessors in office, 
thanks to the 246-to.184 H

otta* vote against 
im

m
ed

iate p
u

b
lic release of th

e P
ik

e 
C

om
m

ittee report. 
N

o doubt the report C
ontains a num

ber of 
things (som

e of them
 already leaked) that 

could create profound ernharrassim
ent for 

the adm
inistration—

evidence of clear-cut 
law

 violations, for instance, or of just plain 
stu

p
id

ity
, in

co
m

p
eten

cy
 a

n
d

 h
a

m
-

h
an

d
ed

n
ess. I3u

t W
ere it n

ot for th
e 

possibility of just such em
barrassm

ents, 
th

ere w
ou

ld
 h

ave b
een

 little p
oin

t to th
e 

in
vestigation

s in
 th

e first p
lace, an

d
 to 

leave it to the P
resident to decide w

hat w
ill 

or w
on't be m

ade public is to reduce the 
entire exercise to a charade. 

F
or a self-righ

teou
s m

om
en

t 'after 
W

a
terg

a
te, w

e b
o

a
sted

 th
a

t w
e h

a
d

 
lea

rn
ed

 th
e d

a
n

g
ers o

f th
e so

-ca
lled

 
"

im
p

erial p
resid

en
cy"

 w
ith

ou
t effective 

C
h

eck
 or b

alan
ce. T

h
e im

p
each

m
en

t 
p

roceed
in

gi, w
e told

 ou
rselves, m

ad
e 

C
lear that it w

ould be a long tim
e before 

the C
ongress again salivated to the bell of 

"national security." 
W

ell, it w
asn't so long after all, for here 

w
e go again: A

nd probably an im
portant 

reason for this quick fall from
 grace is that 

O
u

r rep
resen

tatives in
 C

on
gress are 

persuaded that w
e w

anted them
 to do w

hat 
they have done. 

T
he public seem

s to have concluded that 
too m

uch tam
pering w

ith the C
IA

 and the 
other secret agencies w

ould w
eaken. the 

country's ability to defend itself. M
aybe it 

w
ould. O

r m
aybe it w

ould only w
eaken the 

ability of this and future adm
inistrations 

to u
n

d
ertak

e secret p
olicies it \vO

tild
 

never take to the people for approval. 
In

 an
y case, th

ere is a distinction bet-
lw

een tam
pering W

ith agencies and setting 
rational lim

its on them
. T

he chances: are 
better than ever now

 that w
e w

ill com
e out 

O
f this w

hole inquiry w
ithout ever really 

addressing that distinctiO
ri: 

T
here's a bettepthatreven chanee that 

w
e w

on't even get around to addressing the 
basic distinctions betw

een spying (w
hich 

m
ost of u

s w
ou

ld
 p

rob
ab

ly accep
t as a  

legitim
ate necessity) and • surreptitious 

political and m
ilitary A

ctions calculated to 
produee not inform

ation policy results that 
have not even been m

entioned to us or our 
representatiV

esO
et alone debated. 

T
h

e fo
rm

er is 
-

in
telllgen

C
C

 b
y 

anybddy's definition. T
he latter is,a sort of 

'real-life "
M

ission
 Im

p
essib

le,"
 excep

t' 
that it alw

aysoom
es out right on T

V
. M

ost 
of us have no;idea w

hen out so-called in-
telligence agencies crossed the line from

 
one to the other. 

M
ost A

m
ericant w

ould support the;duty 
of our governm

ent t6. find out, through 
su

rrep
titiou

s p
eat*, w

h
at ou

r p
oten

tial 
enem

ies m
aY

,,be up to, even if the effort 
n

ecessita
tes, su

ch
 u

n
la

w
fu

l ito
ti,. a

s 
b

u
rglary, th

eft, b
rib

ery in
tercep

tion
 of 

private com
m

unications. 
B

ut there is a difference betw
een finding 

out w
hat is happening or A

kelY
`to•  happen 

a
n

d
 co

v
ert effo

rts d
esig

tied
1
0
 M

a
l*

 
som

eth
in

g h
ap

p
en

.: It is th
e d

ifferen
ce 

b
etw

een
 F

B
I in

filtratioa of clom
eitic 

p
olitical grou

p
s to learn

 of th
eir p

lan
s 

(how
ever distasteful even that m

ay be to 
som

e of us) and the use of infiltrators as 
agents provocateurs, -the difference be, 
tiveen joining groups and entrappingthem

:" 

It is one thing to try to find out as m
uch 

as possible about, say, the Italian political 
situation in order to help O

ur governm
ent 

m
ak

e in
telligen

t p
olicy d

ecision
s. It is 

an
oth

er th
in

g to u
se A

m
erican

 agen
ts-

-and secret A
m

erican m
oney—

to force a 
particular political result in Italy. 

It is o
n

e th
in

g
 to

 u
se d

ip
lo

m
a
tic 

p
ressu

res to k
eep

 in
 p

ow
er a foreign

 
governm

ent friendly to our interests. It is 
another to create, in "M

ission Im
possible" 

fash
ion

, a situ
ation

 th
at cou

ld
 lead

 to 
assassination or civil w

ar. 
It is one thing to find out as m

uch as w
e 

can about the plans of a particular faction 
of the A

ngolan freedom
 fighters or even, 

based on that intelligence, to lend m
ilitary 

support to one or another faction. 	
• 

B
ut that 

at support ought to be the result of 
p

olicy d
eb

ate w
ith

 con
gression

al con
-

sideration, not carried out secretly in the 
nam

e O
f "intelligence." 

If w
e a

re g
o
in

g
 to

 em
p

o
w

er th
e 

P
resident to w

age secret w
ar against those 

he privately ,deem
s to be our enem

ies, w
e 

ought to pass the appropriate law
s, after 

fiA
ll debate. A

t the very least that w
ould 

force us to call it by its right nam
e. 

A
nd that nam

e isn't "intelligence." 


