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THE ANTI-DEFENSE LOBBY: PART |
CENTER FOR DEFENSE INFORMATION

(Executive Summary)

Of the many organizations currently dctive in the United States
and which are regarded by some observers as the "anti-defense lobby,"
one of the most prominent is the Center for Defense Information.
CDI, led by retired Rear Admiral Gene R. LaRocque, who has served as
the organization's director since its founding in 1972, is an impor-
tant part of the apparatus of the Fund for Peace, a left-oriented
tax-exempt instrumentality with headquarters in Washington, D.C.,
near the U.S. Capitol in a facility purchased in 1974 by General
Motors heir Stewart R. Mott, a major financial backer of an assort-
ment of leftist projects and groups. Organizations within the Fund
complex which interlock closely with CDI include the Center for Na-
tional Security Studies, one of the nation's principal anti-
intelligence community operations and an organization whose personnel
show a pattern of interrelationship with the far-left Institute
for Policy Studies; the Center for International Policy, some of
whose ‘principal activists have also had close ties to IPS; In the
Public Interest, a project designed to "counteract the onslaught of
right-wing broadcasting"” with information gathered by CDI, CNSS,
and CIP and made available through the efforts of a large group of
"peace" movement activists, members of Congress, and others; and
the Fund itself, the former president of which has been identified
with activities of the. World Peace Council, a Soviet-controlled in-
ternational Communist front organization.

CDI's program reflects LaRocque's view that the "military has
become far too pervasive and powerful," and basic CDI literature
stresses the theme that it is necessary "to ensure that the military
in this country does not overreach civilian control." Primarily




through its regular newsletter, the Defense Monitor, the Center
publicizes the results of its research and analysis on such de-

fense questions as development of the B-1l bomber, the value of

the cruise missile, development of nuclear weapons, the size of

the Pentagon budget, and the value of U.S. military installations"

in the Indian Ocean and the Philippines =- all from a negative
standpoint. At the same time, CDI material has downplayed the
question of Soviet versus U.S. naval strength and has argued against
anti-Communism as "the dominant theme of U.S. foreign policy for
thirty years." The Center is among those groups currently arguing -
strongly for a U.S.-Soviet strategic arms limitation (SALT) agreement,
a basic point being that such an agreement's’ "most significant result"
could be "the slowing of new nuclear weapons developments in both

the United States and the Soviet Union." As part of its anti-nuclear
weapons emphasis, CDI conducted the First Nuclear War Conference

in Washington, D.C., during December 1978 in conjunction with IPS.

The Center claims that some significant successes have resulted
from its work. A March 1978 CDI letter stated that "CDI analyses
played a key role in cancellation of the B-1 bomber, nuclear strike
cruiser, and additional heavy attack aircraft carriers" and that
"We influenced the slow-down in development of the new land-based
mobile ICBM (MX)...and the reduction of the U.S. arms sales over-
seas."” In CDI's view, "None of these reduces the security of our
nation one iota," a view that is apparently shared by such political
leaders as U.S. Senators Mark Hatfield and Adlai E. Stevenson III,
who have said that "we need this independent, privately funded
source of information on military matters." CDI material is
regularly distributed to members of Congress and to appropriate
offices in the executive branch of government, and CDI personnel
have appeared regularly to "lecture at Military War Colleges and
at the State Department Foreign Service Institute." Two members
of the CDI Board of Advisors, Paul Newman and Harold Willens,
"served on the United States delegation to the recently concluded
United Nations Spacial Session on Disarmament," which was also
addressed by CDI Director LaRocque.

Operating on a budget estimated at approximately $300,000, CDI
solicits contributions from "concerned citizens," among whom have
reportedly been Paul Newman and Stewart Mott. A major source of
funds, however, has been a group of tax-exempt foundations, princi-
pally in New York City, including especially such institutions as
the Field Foundation and the Compton Foundation. Foundation support
for the Fund for Peace and its projects, including CDI, since 1972
has amounted to a minimum of $2,299,495; the largest grantor has
apparently been the Field Foundation ($1,073,800), with Compton
the second-largest ($816,695). The largest grantor to CDI, insofar
as the available information indicates, has been the Field Founda-
tion with a minimum total of $530,000. Field has also granted op-
erating funds to such groups as the Lawyers Military Defense Com-
mittee, which has worked closely with the National Lawyers Guild,
and the Bill of Rights Foundation, the latter grants being to sup-
port the Political Rights Defense Fund, an adjunct of the Trotskyite
Communist Socialist Workers Party to which Mott has also given sup-
port.




At present, the Fund for Peace complex is bringing into being
a new project which interlocks with CDI and other Fund projects:
the Campaign for Peace and Campaign for Peace Media-*Center. Sup-
posedly scheduled to become operational in late April or early to
mid-May 1979, the Media Center has developed from a June 5, 1978,
meeting convened by Mott and former U.S. Attorney General Ramsey
Clark in Washington, D. C., to discuss "An International Campaign
for Peace." Draft material currently being circulated indicates
that the "central theme of the Center" is to be "The Dangers of
the Arms Race" and that its program is designed to achieve maximum
media impact around such issues as "Military Spending, SALT,
Foreign Arms Sales, Budget Priorities, Detente, Nuclear Technology,
Economic Conversion and the Test Ban." The CFP's proposed budget
for 1979 has been projected at $106,400, it being expected that
the budget will increase to $117,410 during 1980. Minutes of a
November 16, 1978, meeting of the CFP Executive Committee state
that Mott has pledged "$50,000 a year for two years, providing
there was a 2 to 1 match for each of his dollars." He has also
stated, however, that "he would contribute the first $50,000 with-
out a match so the Media Service Center could begin." CFP's Board
of Directors includes several people with ties to other parts of
the Fund for Peace complex and includes at least two prominent
"peace" activists currently listed as members of the Soviet-
controlled World Peace Council.




CENTER FOR DEFENSE INFORMATION

INTRODUCTION

There are active in the United States today a number of organiza-
tions which are viewed by some observers as forming, in the aggregate,
the "anti-defense lobby." Of these, one of the most prominent is
the Center for Defense Information (CDI), self-described in its pro-
motional literature as "a project of The Fund for Peace," a left-
oriented operation which maintains offices at 122 Maryland Avenue,
N.E., Washington, D.C., in a building purchased in August 1974 for
some $375,000 by General Motors heir Stewart Rawlings Mott to house
the Fund for Peace and several avowed Fund projects. This arrange-
ment was discussed by Stephen Isaacs in a detailed article published
in the August 10, 1975, edition of the Washington Post:

Mott said he paid $375,000 for the house last August.
He rents 80 per cent of it to the Fund for Peace and
some of its member organizations, and uses the other 20
per cent for two of his own Washington employees and for
space for himself when he is here "five or six days a
month."

Mortgage payments and upkeep on the house run $43,000
a year, and the tenants pay $35,000 of that, Mott said.
But that $35,000is more than made up by the $50,000 he
gives them. He is chairman of the executive committee of
the Fund for Peace.

Mott's tenants are organizations consisting mostly
of former government officials who have become disaf-
fected "oppositionists."

They are the Fund for Peace's Center for National
Security Studies, a left-wing think tank set up to in-
vestigate the use of intelligence and national security
claims to justify the growth of government power, which
is headed by Robert Borosage; the Center for Defense In-
formation, set up to scrutinize the Department of Defense,
headed by retired Rear Adm. Gene R. LaRocque; the Twen-
tieth Century Fund's National Security Study, headed by
Morton Halperin, the one-time aide to Henry A. Kissinger
who has sued Kissinger for tapping his telephones; a media
project, In the Public Interest, which prepares material
for newspapers and radio stations, and the Institute for
International Policy, set up to publish a foreign affairs
newsletter edited by Carl Marcy, who was top assistant
on the Senate Foreign Relations Committee when it was
headed by then-~Sen. J. W. Fulbirght /sic/.



The Center for Defense In“>rmation regards its location as being
of key significance, since it is "at the hub of Washington's legis-
lative life, adjacent to the U.S. Senate office buildings and only
2 blocks from the Capitol itself. The White House and most major
government offices are minutes away, and easily reached from the
Center's headquarters."”

ORIGIN AND PURPOSE

The Center was formed in 1972 with help from Mott and from the
Fund for Peace, cited by John Pierson in the April 24, 1972, issue
of the Wall Street Journal as "kicking in enough money to get things
started." According to Representative Les Aspin (D-Wis.) in remarks
inserted into the May 1, 1972, edition of the Congressional Record
announcing CDI's formation, "The Center for Defense Information has
been organized in order to gather and disseminate information about
military programs, American strategy, and alternatives to the Penta-
gon's position." Such a statement would not necessarily seem to
connote a specifically anti-military predilection on the part of
CDI, although a passage in the Pierson article quoting retired Rear
Admiral Gene LaRocgue, who has served as. CDI's director since the or-
ganization's inception, is less neutral in tone than Aspin's
-characterization:

"The military has become far too pervasive and
powerful," continues Adm. LaRocgque. "Defense tells State
it wants a port for ships in Greece and State arranges
it. That's so sailors can be near their families. But
hell, sailors ought to be serving the nation, not the
other way around."

Specifically, the admiral and his crew plan to chal-
lenge "basic assumptions" underlying current defense
thinking. For example, does the U.S. really need to de-
fend other countries to defend itself? "I'd like to see
what share of the defense budget goes to defending the
50 states," he says. "Maybe 25%2"

More recent CDI literature explicitly raises the spectre of a
military establishment grown so powerful that it threatens to subvert
traditional civilian control. A letter circulated in March 1978, for
example, speaks darkly of the need "to ensure that the military in
this country does not overreach civilian control" and warns that
"continued unchecked investment in military force poses a threat--
the threat that excessive concern for security will overwhelm those
very democratic values the military is designed to preserve and pro-
tect." This theme is carried through at greater length in CDI's
basic promotional brochure, which asks the question "Who will Watch
the Watchmen?" and proceeds to set forth what is apparently the or-
ganization's operating rationale, which is worth quoting in full as
an indication of whatever bias may properly be charged to CDI and
its staff:



Throughout this century, democratic societies have been
challenged by the twin evils of authoritarianism and
militarism.

In response, even the most liberal democracies have them-
selves resorted to standing military establishments of
unparalleled size and destructive power.

America has entrusted its military with great authority,
power, responsibility, and treasure. To its credit and
the safety of our democratic institutions, the American
military honors the concept of civilian control.

Nevertheless, the need for continuous investment in mili=~
tary forces poses a threat--the threat that excessive

concern for security will overwhelm the democratic values
our military forces are designed to preserve and protect.

This threat was recognized even by our founding fathers,
who addressed the question in The Federalist Papers.
More recently, the threat has been described in terms
of the "garrison state.”

Whether in ancient Roman terms, in the words of the
Founding Fathers, or in contemporary political analysis,
the problem is the same: how do we insure that the mili-
tary and the interests which coalesce around it do not
outrun the institutions intended to direct and control
them?

Only continuing watchfulness can gquard against unwar-
ranted military influence. This was the objective in
creating The Center for Defense .Information in 1972, and
it remains a vital task for all Americans.

THE QUESTION QF OQBJECTIVITY

As a "non-profit, non-partisan, public interest organization,"
the Center avows its dedication to "making available continuing, ob-
jective information and analyses of our national defense--information
which is free of the special interest of any government, military.
political or industrial organization." Such a statement is re-
miniscent of LaRocgque's statement, as quoted by Pierson in the 1972
Wall Street Journal article, that he was "going out of his way to
fend off ‘'peaceniks who are anti-military and people whc've left the
military in anger.'" Whether CDI has avoided involvement with
"peaceniks who are anti-military" is perhaps open to argument; cer-
tainly, as will be seen subseguently, CDI and its associated groups




wi;hin ;he Mott-backed complex have maintained close working -relation-
snips with, for example, the far-left Institute for Policy Studies.
And, as observed by Pierson, the reality of such an enterprise is

that "objectivity may be an impossible goal," a sentiment echoed in
LaRocques statement that "Any group that tries to challenge the mili-
tary power is going to be of a liberal bent," to which he added,
"We've got to accept that. We're not going to get any money from the
gar;y Goldwaters, and I don't think I want any." Along the same lines,
it is perhaps noteworthy that, according to Pierson, LaRocgue "has al-
ready been dubbed the Ralph Nader of the military," an analogy used

by LaRocquehimself in expressing his desire for long-term effective-
ness: "We don't want to be a flash in the pan....It tock Ralph Nader
six years of just hard slogging to get established. I think it will
take us just as long."

PROGRAM

After better than "six years of...slogging," CDI has an ex-
tensive and varied program of activity, all of it geared to the Cen-
ter's avowed policy which, it is claimed, "supports a strong defense
but opposes excessive expenditures or forces. It holds that strong
social, economic, and political structures contribute equally to
‘national security and are essential to the strength and viability of
our country." The Center's program, as outlined in CDI promotional
material, includes: -

* the CDI Library, "a growing, specialized collection of
basic data and analyses essential to the work of our
analysts and available to researchers in the Washington
area."

* The Defense Monitcr, CDI's newsletter, "published 10
times a year, with each issue devcted to a specific
defense issue." According to a CDI promctional letter
dated November 15, 1978, "we send out over 8,000 copies
of the Defense Monitor each month at a cost of $25,000
annually," and there are no "subscription or service
charges" assessed.” CDI's basic brochure, issued prior
to the November 1278 letter but subsequent to the
election of President Carter in 1976, specifies that
the Monitor "is sent to over 7,000 individuals and or-
ganizations--500 to the media, including 25 magazines,
115 newspapers, and to meost major wire services."

The newsletter has been "quoted or referenced in news
features and editorials across the nation," while "Mili-
tary War Colleges regularly reproduce Monitor material,
as does the Pentagon, which provides copies to the 2d-
mirals and Generals stationed in the Washington, D.C.
area." Further, it is claimed that more than "500




copies...are received by Congressional offices, including
those of 85 Senators and 200 Representatives at their re-
quest. The Monitor is regqularly reprinted in The Congres-
sional Record."

"Special Studies" consisting of "Occasional papers, mono-
graphs, and analyses...originated by the Center or developed
in response to special requests," some of them "generated
by members of Congress, government agencies, independent
organizations, and individuals." 1In addition, CDI analysts
"frequently write" articles for "wide-circulation publi-
cations, both magazines and newspapers."

a series of books "started in 1976...with continued output
on-at least an annual basis." CDI reports that "Current
issues in U.S. Defense Policy, the first of this series, is
already being used as a standard text in many college
courses."”

the "Center's Reference Service," characterized as less
"immediately visible than publications, although equally
important since clients are heavily concentrated among
decision makers and opinion leaders," which provides "de-
fense information in response to individual regquests."
CDI claims that inquiries "come from England, India,
Germany, Australia,' France, Denmark and Sweden, and other
countries” as well as from "Members of Congress, congres-
sional offices and committee staffs, the press, governmental
offices, other organizations, independent researchers and
scholars, students, and private individuals."

radio programs "for rebroadcast by local stations across

the country" and television appearances "which contribute

to the continuing expansion of the Center's audiences."

In addition, "Assistance and coordination have also been
supplied for the production of T.V. documentaries concerning
defense issues." More recently, this aspect of the Center's
activities has been expanded by the release of a CDI film,
War Without Winners, characterized in the February 1979

issue of the Defense Monitor as an exploration of "the

danger of nuclear war in today's world." The film examines
such issues as "the power of nuclear weapons, expected deaths
from nuclear war, how nuclear war would start, the size of
U.S. and Soviet nuclear arsenals, who is ahead in the nuclear
arms race, the spread of nuclear weapons, and the consequences
of SALT treaties." Directed by "Academy Award winning film
maker" Haskell Wexler, the film was produced by CDI Board of
Advisors member Harold Willens and "was made in cooperation
with the Members of Congress for Peace Through Law Education

Fund."”







