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»8 usual, even Sor -‘-iunda:,?rs. I was up and began to r-ad at 4 a.m. The book I'm
now reading, a fine one, “eil Sheehan's 4 Bright and Shining lie, deals with Vietnan,
it you've not read it. end by the most rumarksble coincidence, I'd been interrupted
yesterday in the middle of & paragraph on page 315. So, when I resd hed reading this
morning, the tirst sentence I read is: "(Our ignorance and our american ideology kept
us from discerning th: larger truths on Vietnam below the surface reality vwe could sese.
Professionally (aund this is the sentencefyx realiy two), we were fortunute in our ig-

norunce, Had any reéporter been sufficiently knowledgeable and open-minded to have questionsd

the justice and good senge of U.S5. intervention in those yegrs hedk would have been
fired as a 'subversive,'j"

Well, I'w gure that did hap.en,whether or not over Vietnanm reporting, Aut that
it not w@ I wrpte you. I think you can sef how Sheehan's observation coincides with
what I suggested ought be a study that does address real "national security." and who
decides what the official concept is, Vietnam is a bright and shining example of how
disasterous to the :ﬁmtry and to the world the ofiical concuept has been.

Latin america is an ancient and current basturdized conce gt of natixmal security
und it has been and is yuite disasterous. This is the ares in which + wgs caught up
and fired, without charges, as I think I told you, without any hearing, not even a
phdny one. Leupite my record, which was excellent, But i} was good only in terms of
real rather than this very wrong concept, and I can~atill give chapter and verse al-
though 1 took not a single paper with me when + left, In fact, wild Bill Dohovan gave
ue soue kind of award but that is in the lauwyers' files and I never got it back and,
natur.1ly,CIa can't find it in y records. \They did fimd, however, what before I went
to work for OS5 I'd given FIR that he used ind a fireside chat, one of the things the
ol and Criminal Division never cume up with, as you may rec‘all.)[x“mf but i Avmspuca. )

I'n certain thyt at some point your people have considered what is real national
security and what isn t and I'u confident that in getting and disclosing the “uba lissile
Crisis records the .potential for disaster from what has becoms the traditional concept
was apparent.

When I wrote you recently I suid it seemed apparent that things were moving too
fadt for there to have been much if any input from the lower levels at State in parti-
cular. I also believed, as I think I said, that there would have been, when I worked thers,
prior analyses. Can you see how the decimation of the latin american Vivision eliminated
this kind of thinking and analyses sinpld) because, in Sheehan's sipple and direct words,
toose who had the knowledge and were open-ginded had been eliminated by those who did not
want knowledge and open-mindedness to have any input on policy.

The honcho in that domination of policy by ideology was the late Yohn Peurifoy. He
had & similar role in our overhbhrow of the democratically elected Guatemalan government
and what thal meant and led to is now fuirly well known and nol as well understood.

But there wus nobody around to have any influence on Cuba, Gaatemala and Nicaragua
policy. Or the Dominicun Republic when LBJ sent the jarines in to try and succor the
wilituriste who had overthrown their democtatically elected gpvernment. JFK had retfused
to recognize the military dictatorship and stated our policy ot to do this in general.

Neither Sheehan nor any other reporter of whom I know ever yuestioned or wrote
uoout what hoppened inside the government to those ho vere open—minded and sought to do
their asuiymed duties in the traditional wey once this concept of what is not "national
security" replaced reality. I hope thyt at sque gggx soueon: does so that work can be

available when it can be used. “est, urold Wois




