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l. We ed your comment 5 on foll owing points by

no later than OG nM Monduy morning June 22 since your ‘/73“"

!

1mportan£ proposal to bb axamzneu at hlgh lovel on Tucsaay

June 2?. ' (Q>' , :ff4 v o Co

-

20 ItFWEUId appeaf that bay poll. uscd as an element

- l

dermenL in your analysis refleoted reaults in greater
aanuiavo area only and Vhat you hzd not yeﬁ ‘had bcnefiu cf
‘? county y-wx&e rasultﬂ. | We note Lhat in thc Sant*ago poll
‘Allcnde is second with 32 1 pc“ccnt followmng Alessandri
wi.th 3J.l po;aoJ% buL t? t in the‘iate 'na ional xesul ai.A
) I i

~ !
Alland» la in thirxd place with 28, 4 pexcent and Tomic is

s,,

in second with 28.6 perc?nt. In Lhe latter poll Aleqsandri

till " leads with 35 6 percent. As uming you now have xesults _'“ih
of both polls, do you bclievo any;modlfmcatmonxtn your propoqal
- . : i
is warranted? . L C S

I L

3. We are not clear about the composition and role of

‘the thloah Coopcrativé«So icéy.' Who are the U.S. elemcnta in

| -
3 CCS? What is the Chilean front? Wh&t did ¢¢s do in 1964
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' way ralatud tc proposed pavt~elccc‘cn program but 19, rather

' encouragcncnt from us to play an actlve paxt in inﬁluencing votes |

.ated
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. factor. Agency ‘haa brmefe& us on the operational details as

'"Anothcr effort to subsidize orthodox Radical Party—-»haa becn {~:

launched". Are we correct in interpreting this to mean that

it is *group and not rpt not we that has launched
: also -

- relations hlp wiﬁh—groum\ As you know, ‘approval of
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election? Eihat activity, 4f any, -would CCS carry out as an - . .
e - : . OB R

inﬁtitutio? in the expanded program funded by us? Are you
completelyigatisfied that CCS activity‘ia not’knownﬁto”Councglz"‘

for Latin %merxca (whowa activity, As you ﬁé&o néteﬂJ is
fruught with risk)? ﬁf' S . .3 .  A”~  . Z“~~j~,;l'

4. We are not cleaxr about the intanéedwfutuxe role'cf' IR I
Preaidont gréi" Wé'a ssume. that wnnt you have in mind is in no‘):_ :

| B R

\‘ - f
v . - )

in tha COnng¢3 &way £rom nllandaq . ;é o e ,‘§5
: : J. ‘ | | R
- 5. We would appr eciate clar;fication of current activi;zes

.

to Radlcal; Party. -

i

In para lQ of your message you say Lhat~-~

|
|
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| L

another effort? 'It would/Le hclbful to our consldaration to

l I
have some Lleazar idea of tha pxmor effort 4mplied by tha J-ﬁ‘;'%“

-
reference to "anot ther" ef¢ort. o S ‘”"f- | ‘,~‘ Bl

6. We would appreciate further assessment of the rivk~
N

| ! . i .
you nggeut@d in para lg. we have noted the hgightened and equndad

|

i . . "
the earlier, much smallor program was conditioned on its not ! B

|
becoming a pxo-Alaouandri opcration., Given&increaﬁmd dependance

}

to whqt degres doed proposad greaaly augmentmd progr
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increas; xigk of use of our @ffort in behalf of hlav*anuri  ;'"Aﬁ
rather ghan againat Allende, with obvioa” dim“dvangages.°wifg‘ A-4f
isk ia!inaee imcrcaa~d how do .you fo“eqco han&l;ng the px oblumrf
) We assume you would agree tnat, aa in modest pro;ram,;wa would :?

'
H

susp@nd ehpunded pxog&am AE it were te be uaea for Aleumanaﬁug B

@
A
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7. Still on risk fackor, in ycur telagram 2230 of April 28;
. ‘ ~A .
cormenting on the An&condawParhinson pltch to Assistant Se cra,.x,ax.j'i
P .
' nger ior UsG fxnanclal contrzb tion to Lh& Alegsandri cammmign,

e S

: 3
yau notaa "any aignlftcant sum arriving from the U. S. would

ba as d%scrcct as a moon lpunch. Whila we reccgnizu that jou
were talklng abont a program of cupport for alcsuandri, Wwe would
|

like your cammsnt on. rolcvanﬂe that ccmm nt ﬁo afz@mts of expandea
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