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WASHINGTON—We have been

deluged with inquiries from all
over the world about possible
U.S. involvement in the
overthrow of President Salvador

Allende in Chile.
Because we exposed the

ITT-CIA plot to block Allende
from assuming power in 1970,
newspapers in many countries
have asked us whether the CIA
was also behind the military coup
which left Allende dead in the
presidential palace last week.

We have checked carefully
with the best sources available to
us in the White House, State
Department, Pentagon and CIA.
Here’s what we have found:

For the past few months,
Washington has been bombarded
with intelligence reports from
Chile warning of “discontent and
plotting in the military services.”
Only the day before the takeover,
a Chilean military officer
informed the U.S. embassy in
Santiago that a coup was
imminent.

The warning, however, wasn’t
treated as any more significant
than dozens of similar reports
that have been passed on to
Washington recently. We could
find no evidence that Washington
knew in advance what the
Chilean generals were planning.

The sudden arrival in
Washington of Nathaniel Davis,
the U.S. ambassador to Chile, on
the weekend before the takeover
has been cited as evidence that
the United States must have had
some inkling of the plot. On the
contrary, we have learned that
Davis chose that weekend for his
visit because he expected it to be
comparatively calm in Santiago.

He was summoned to
Washington by Henry Kissinger
who, in anticipation of his
confirmation as secretary of
state, wanted to assess a few top
diplomats for possible
Washington assignments.
Because of the volatile situation
in Chile, Kissinger specified that
David should choose the most
quiet time to come to
Washington.

Davis, of course, knew about
the stirrings within the Chilean
armed forces. But he had
emphasized in his secret cables
that “events move slowly in
Chile, or perhaps better said,
Chileans have great ability to
rush to the brink, embrace each
other and back off.” _

When Davis met with
Kissinger, according to our
sources, they spent no more than
five or 10 minutes reviewing the
Chilean situation. Most of their
discussion was devoted to
internal State Department
matters.

It is possible that the CIA may

have been involved in some
minor project against Allende.
But the CIA is forbidden to
intervene in any major foreign
operation without the specific
approval of the hush-hush Forty
Committee, which passes on
undercover operations. Our
Sources, who have access to the
secret deliberations of the Forty
Committee, assure us that no
project was approved to depose
Allende.

The Pentagon, meanwhile, has
been furnishing arms to the
Chilean military establishment.
After Allende came to power, the
White House considered cutting
off military aid to Chile. The
decision was made to continue
arms shipments because the
Chilean generals were known to
be anti-Allende.

For example, $12.4 million
worth of credits were granted to
the Chilean armed forces last
year for the purchase of U.S.
military supplies and the training
of Chilean officers. The Pentagon
had no direct part, however, in
the plot against Allende.

DEADLY ENEMIES: The
Watergate developments have
taken an ironic twist which has
left the two ringleaders, G.
Gordon Liddy and E. Howard
Hunt, deadly enemies.

Liddy is a fanatic who offered
to submit to being gunned down
in the streets, Mafia-style, for his
failure at Watergate. When his
startled superiors declined to
arrange his execution, he went to
prison, lips grimly sealed.

Hunt is a romantic who played
the spy role until the plot turned
out not to have a storybook
ending. He was one of the first to
break and to throw himself upon
the mercy of the prosecutors.

When he told the other
Watergate conspirators that he
had - broken his secrecy oath,
according to prison sources,
Liddy hollered for a guard.
“Keep me away from -him,”
Liddy growled, referring to Hunt,
“or 'l kill him!”’

That was the last time Liddy
and ‘Hunt have spoken to one
another,

Now Hunt appears to be the key
government witness against the
Cubans he recruited to do his
dirty work.

His flair for the dramatic gave
him a charismatic sway over the
Cubans. He had been their CIA
superior during the Bay of Pigs
fandango, and he returned 10
years later to recruit them for the
Daniel Ellsberg and Watergate
capers.

With heroic words that could
have come from one of his own
spy novels, Hunt swore them to
secrecy. After their arrest, he
persuaded them to plead guilty
rather than risk revealing what
they knew in a court trial.

Hunt, meanwhile, collected
most of the $460,000 hush money
that the White House crowd
passed out to buy the silence of
the Watergate defendants. Less
than $27,000 filtered down to the
Cubans, who gave half of it to
their first attorney, Henry
Rothblatt.

1 Today, the Cubans are so broke
ithat they can’t pay their new
flawyer, Daniel Schultz, a
‘struggling young attorney, who
2.has informed them he may be
iforced to give up the case and
turn them over to a public
defender.

. Up until recently, the Cubans
ighad obeyed Hunt’s instructions tg
keep their mouths shuf
i}fparticularly about the burglary
of Daniel Ellsberg’s
‘psychiatrist’s office. Hunt had
:warned that this was a national
fsecurity mission. :

f Now the special prosecutors

" “have indicated to Schultz that

‘Hunt has been granted federal
;immunity to testify against the
{ Cubans in the Ellsberg case.
¢ FOOTNOTE: Schultz told us
gthe special prosecutor spent four
“hours with his clients trying to
persuade them to plead guilty to
burglarizing the psychiatrist’s
" office.



