Wmint SFExamingrdAN 5 1975
contmgency plan

lo-seize Arab ozl

ANALYSIS

By 'Dhomas B. Ross
Chicago Sun-Times

WASHINGTON—Secretary of State Kissifigei’s’ *

guarded warning of a possible U.S. military: inter--
vention in the Middle East has provided Israel with
its first good news about the oil crisis since the Arabs
launched their economic orffenswe against the West
'twmyeavs ago. s

For implicit in Kissinger’s pointed rem:arks Was
the recognition that Israel might have to be used as
a, staging area for any effort to
hel&s a],.anU the Pevsmn Gmf

Kissi yger dlld not spell out the mlnhtary scenario
in hisdnfenview last week, and ‘top aides in the State:
Department and the Pen'tarron refused to dxsclose-‘
detaﬂvs of contingency plans.

But a former key politico-military strateglat
with long experience and intuition as to how:iand
when such plans are drawn up, has been circulating .
a paper here recommending - urgent military aetlon

- ‘I‘he stratevlsi war‘ns a;gamst ahenatmg Israewbyi
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“"itrying to ‘squeeze too mainy
concessions out of it s0 asto
get a peace agreement that
might make the Arabs more
reasonable on oil. ;

“Before going too fgrin
pressuring Israel,” he cau-
tions, ‘‘the West would do
well to bear in mind that if
negotiations fail, for what-
ever  reason, Israel’ 'may
prove ultimately - that last
bastion from which mean-

ingful ‘co-belligerent’ milita- |

Ty operations ‘could be
mounted.” Br

The - strategist, concerned
that his proposal might em-
barlaS,S his former high-
rankmg government = asso-
ciate and his present. busi-
ness associated. asked that
he not Be:identifed.

Drawing upon extensive
dealings' with the Russians,
he argues in the paper that
the. “bugaboo’ that they will
militarily’ ¢ 1allenge a U.Ss.
intervention is ‘‘y. astly over-
rated.” :

‘At Worst 7 he contends
“they could probably be
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whetherA xpllclt or tacat in
'~ Amb tions in thie ¥
ull and. else\vherex..

whmn

h- relatively’ free

elsewhere in the same area,

gard to  Western interests *

“As’ one expert in the area
recantly put it: ‘Itis getting

1o bea close question wheth-;

er it would be any wotse
from the U.g. point of view
for Russia to exercise apre--
dominant influence in“Tran
than “to have the Shah; at
least in his present, miood of -
megalomania, in ever firm-

er control and ever more |
powerful’ position throughout i

the entlre region.” ;

szsmger said that ‘Any
pr e31dent who ' would desort
to mlhtary action , mthout
worrying what the

Klssmger who Tater made
lt clear that his remarks re-

fdent Ford sai

return for a Lionin- 5
pledge with, Te-

flected the- Vigw resi-

ireum-

saymg there’s

stance whgre we ‘would not

use force! ... I want to

make clear, however, that |

the use of force would be

considered only in the gra:.|

vest emergency.”

The former government ‘
strategist insisted that the i
gravest emergency already |
exists for the United States,. | f‘

Western Europe and J apan.

" He warned that the world |

was entering a depression |

acomparable to that of the

1930s-

" Robert Tucker, a Johns
Hopkins University * profes:’
sor writing in Commentary
magazine, tends to agree.
But he cautions that the* oil
producers are getting the
wrong Jidea because ‘‘there
is no evidence that the alter-
native! of military interven-
tion, or the credible threat
of mt@rventwn has Dbeen
given ‘serious coysideration -

by the American govern~ i

ment.”

But K1581nge1 S mtewxew
seemed - designed lo make
clear that the government,

indeed, ‘was thinking about .

such- mtel vention. -

Klssmgel .warned, how-
rever. that military action is
a‘‘very danﬂewus course.”

‘We should have learned
from Vietnam,” he comni-»
mented, “that it is easier to
get info -a.war than to get
out: of A S
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