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War Was H lnted
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Washington Post Staff Writer

A " “Central

ber warned the White House
of a strong possibility that war
might soon break out in the

able sources.
The CIA evaluation, based

vasion was-certain.

But the :signs were viewed

very high level to'the Israelis.
Tel Aviv; however, report-

closeness of the Israelis to the™ s
cepted here.

joint U.S. Intelligence Board,
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Intelligence :
Agency report late in Septem- °

Middle East, according to reli-

as sufficiently ominous to be
immediately passed along at,

edly dlsputed the Amerlcan in- -
terpretation of Egyptian ‘activ-
ity. Given the highvesteem' in
which Israeli intelligence is g
held. in Washington ‘and the

'would-be war zone, the Israeli
assessment was- qulckly ac-,

As late ‘as Oect. 4, just two :
days before the war began, the

made up of representatlves ;
from several intelligence agen- -
cies—including CIA—took a !
common position that hostili- K

ilCI A Had Repor

Of Possible. War

jmostly on unusually large .
|Egyptian maneuvers near the '
'|Suez Canal, did not go so far .
as to predict flatly that an in- |
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:5 were unl;kcly accmd ng
)‘,nfoz mants here

g‘he readiness to- “ccept the
Isnaeh view, the failure toheed!
soxnc unusual danger signals
ag®l the general. surprise of

th@ Arab attack has cau'sedJ
coxgslderable postwar concern

both within the administration
an*ﬁ the intelligence commu-
n'tgz

Within the “Pentagon’s
De ense Intelligence. Agency,
it #has been learned that the
thiee top men—an Army co-
lonel Navy captain and senior

‘cyvxhan official-—who headed

the Middle- East - intelligence
branch were ‘transferred out
ofj,hose jobs in the aftermath
oft ;he nghtmb

z&t the same time, however,
then existence of the earher

* CIA warning, rougly one to

oun

twlo*weeks before the fighting
started seems to suggest that
thes 1ntelhgence community
wag not totally as flat-footed
at Secr’etaly of State Henry A.
K1$51nver indicated at his OQct.
255 Jress conference.

£} that time, Kissinger said
er questlomng that <. .- all
theg intelligence .. al our dis
poSﬁI (before . Qct 6) and all
thewmtelhoence gi\ren to us by
fofffign countries  suggested
that theré was no possxblhty
of {he outbreak of a war.’
Jources say there is no
question that in the period be-
twéén the end of September:
— Jdfter the Israelis had chal- |
1911gec1 the CIA warning—and |
just a day -or so hefore the

‘wal actually started, the Unit-

ed -States had accepted the Is-
racH view that “they knew
best” and there was no cause
for=alarm.

1t Kissinger’s assertion
thdt the mtelhgence available
suggested. “no” . possibility of
thegoutbreak of-a war” is re-.
garged by a.nuinber of sen-
iorsofficials both in and out of
thel; 411te111gence field as an
ove‘rstatement at- the very
least.

ABide from the CIA report,
sources here suggest that
othfr parts of the intelligence
colffmunity such as the State
Depal tment, while not makmg
out¥ight predlcuons of war-
fare were certainly express-
mgwanness g

The most difficult, and some
say’lmp0551b1e part of intelli-
gence work, however is the
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Idifference between gathering
Ifacts and estimating inten-
‘tions. It is this difference that
i Kissinger sought to emphasize
|at an carlier Oct. 12 press con-
ference when he was ques-
(tioned about the apparent in-
telligence failure in not pre-
dicting the attack.

Kissinger said then that
both U.S. and Israeli intelli-
gence had been aware of the
pre-war build-up of forces in
Egypt and Syria. He explained
that Egyptian army maneu-
vers on the west side of the
Suez Canal had been carried
out during September in each
of the last 10 years. He indi-;
cated that three times during
the week preceding the war,
assessments had been asked
from U.S. and Israeli intelli-
gence agencies and that each
time they concluded that
“hostilities were unlikely to
the point of there being no
chance of it.”

Yet the earlier CIA report,

The transfers of official’s
tained in the more highly clas-
sified verison of agency re-
ports that come to the atten-
tion of only certain officials,
reportedly warned that the
September maneuvers this|
year were different and more |
omininous than in the past.

Informants say there were
Imany more troops involved
{than in the past, more ammu- g
Inition being used and stock-
[piled, a much greater logistics
‘build-up and, perhaps most im-

{portantly, more field commu- '}

nications *being hooked up and|
operated-—something which
occasionally can be listened in
ton by €lectronic sensors.

i The transfers of official’s
iwithin the Defense Intelli-
gence Agency, according . to
one source, came about be-
cause of some strong objec-
tions voiced by these officials
before the war started to the
validity of these danger sig-
nals.

At his Oct. 12 press confer-
ence, Kissinger alluded to the
“gravest danger of intelli-
gence assessments”. .the
tendency to “tit the facts into_
existing preconceptions and to
make them consistent with
what is anticipated.”

By and large, the prevailing |
view since the 1967 war had
been that the Arab armies
would never risk another hu-
miliating defeat at the hands of
Israel.

which informants say was con- |




