
15400. — 
by adding after paragraph (2) the following 

new paragraph: - 
“(a) Under the authority of subsection 

(nj (1) (B) (1). the Secretary shal} provide for 

demonstration projects, In at least three 

totes and at least one of which ts located 
in a rural ares, which relate to the provision 

of preventive health services: (including 
basic health sercening, referral, and health 

education) to the elderly throughout the 
State through traveling health ecnre prncti- 
tioners (other than physicians, but Inchud- 

ing public health nurses} who provide such 

services in or through different public and 
private nonprofit facilities (including 

churches, schools, and senior citizen ccn-. 
ters). The Secretary shall report to Congress 
on the results of such demonstration . proj- 

ects not later than three years after the date 
ef the enactment of this paragraph." 

UNAUTHORIZED EXAMINATION O 
SELECT COMMITTEE 
SINATIONS MATERIALS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gentle- 
. man from Ohio (Mr. STroKes) is recog~ 

nized for 30 minutes. 
Mr. STOKES. Mr. Speaker, recent 

newspaper and other media accounts 
have carried the story that materials in 
the possession of the former Select Com- 
mittee on Assassinations were examined 
In an unauthorized fashion last summer, 
As the former chairman of the select 
committee, I am making these rernarks 
to report to my colleagues the facts of 
the matter. 

The Select Committee on Assassina- 
tions faced an important and complex 
task. The House mandated the commit- 
tee to look into the facts and circum- 
stances surrounding the deaths of two 
of our Nation's greatest leaders, Presi- 
dent John F. Kennedy and Dr. Martin 

Luther King, Jr. . . 
Death is not a pleasant subject, and 

its details can be gruesome. One of the 
least pleasant of the tasks that faced the 
committee was the examination ofthe 
photographs made during the autopsies 
of these two men. Anyone who Knew 
them in life would he disturbed viewing 
their photographs in death. 
The photographs that were made in 

connestion:- with the autopsies of Presi- 
dent Kennedy and Dr. King have never 
been made public. Good taste dictates 
that they never be. The Warren Com- 
mission that examined President Ken- 
nedy’s death In 1964 did not publish 
them, and the select committee’s final 
report on the deaths of President Ken- 
nedy and Dr, King will also not make the 
photographs of either of them public. 

Mr. Speaker, the Select Committee on 
Assassinations took extraordinary care 
that the autopsy photographs were not 
used in an unauthorized fashion. 
There are segments of the press that 

are so lacking in good taste that they 
might well have published them if they 
could have obtained access to them. The 
select committee made every effort to 
employ only the most trustworthy per- 
sons, but even then, only those with a 
need to use the autopsy photographs in 
their work were given access to them. 

The autopsy materials were kept in a 
separate safe in the security room of 

the offices of the select committee. The 
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committee's classified filles were kept in 
the same room, but in separate safes. The 
general files of the committee were 
housed In another area entirely. Tt was 
necessary Lo sign In and out on a lon- 
book to secure oecess to classified files. 
Access to the autopsy materials could 
only be secured by the personal permis- 
sion of the chief counsel given sepa- 
rately every timo access was sought. 

Each notebook that contained a set of 
tho autopsy phographs was separetely 
numbered and the use of each book was 

recorded on 2 log every time it was exam- 
incdt. , 

In July of last year the stall of the se- 
lect committce disc overed that a Cen- 
tral Intelligence Agency employee had 
obtained unauthorized access to the au- 
topsy photographs of President Kennedy. 
The stalf made this discovery with the 
nssistance of the Districh of Columbin 
Police, the Federal Bureau of investiga-: 
tion. and the Central Inteligency Agen- 
cy. The facts are as follows: 

“A researcher on the Assassinations 
Committee stalf secured permission of 
the chief counsel to get access to the 
Kennedy autopsy materials. Access was 
obtained in the morning. The materials 
were taken from the safe, and the safe 
door was closed but not locked. They were 
to be used in another room by the com- 
mittee’s medical artist to prepare draw- 

ings of the President's wounds, 
When he returndd Iater that day ta 

return the photographs, he found that 
the safe had been opened and another 
notebook had been taken out of the safe. 
One photograph of the President that. 
was enclosed in a plastic cover had been 
ripped out of the notebook and the 
photograph taken out of its cover. 

The chief counsel of the committee 
was immediately notified and he ordered 
the staff to undertake an investigation 
to determine who had obtained unau- 
thorized access to the materials. The fin- 
gerprints of encle;smember of the staif 
who had authorized access to the safe 
were matched against fingerprints that 
were lifted from the books that had been 
removed from the safe, the plastic cov- 
ers in the books, and the inside of the 
safe door. None of the staff fingerprints 
matched the Hfted fingerprints. The fin- 
rerprints of a Central Intelligence 
Agency employee were then matched to 

the lifted prints. 

The match was made by the District 

of Columbia Police and double checked 
by the Federal Bureau of Investigation. 

Mr. Speaker, this matter was han- 
died by the District of Columbia Police 
and the Federal Bureau of Investigation 

in 2 competent and confidential fashion 

and the committee is grateful to them 

for thefr assistance. 
To understand how the Central Intel- 

ligence Afency employee obtained access 

to the safe it is nceessary to understand 

the role he pjnycd with the committce. 

The select committee had access at the 

Central Intelligence Agency to the 

agency's classifted files. Notes were taken 

by the staff on the files. Those notes 

were brought by an arenecy courier un- 

der seak to a special area in the commit- 

tee’s offices where they were locked in a 

safe to which only the Central Intelli- 

June 28, 1979 +74 
Lewd 

gence Agency had the combination. 

Nothing else was kept in that room. An 

agency employee was available during @ OF) 

working hours in the room to rive the _ 

stall neeess ta the notes. Phe safe could SEN 

only be opened in the presence of the To 

Agency employee and a staff member. If 

it was necessary to use the Agency notes ij Z. 

in connection with a recular file of the 

committee, the regudar file was brought CR IT, 

to the special area. If ib was necessary to 

use the committee's classified files in con- + 

nection with the staff notes cither the 7 7 

classified file would be brought to tne 

special aren or the staff notes were A}; 

brought to the classified filcs in the RAL 

security room. ‘The Agency employce al- 

ways accompanied the staff notes if they STA 

were removed from the special area. But wi 

the Agency employee was not authorized fai . 

to be out of the special area unless he was NEV 

nccompanied by a statl member, Iie was 

nov authorised to have aecess to the BRcAL 

autopsy materials. TT i f 

When the Agency employee's finger- 

prints were matched to the lifted finger- { E 

prints, permission was obtained from the 

Agency to interview the Agency employee. 

The employee's permission was obtained 

to record the interview. The employee 

denied having access to the autopsy ma- 

terials when he was Interviewed on one 

day. He was then intervicwed 2 second 

time on a succeeding day. He did not 

admit any wrongdoing. He refused to be 

interviewed any more. 

The Central Intelligence Agency con- 

gucted an investigation of the matter. 

Its investigation began after the com-~- 

mittee asked permission to talk to the 

employee and before the committce 

brought the details of the nnauthorized 

action, including the fingerprints, to the 

Agency's attention. The Agency's investi- 

gation included interviews and the use of 

photographs. , 

Additional photographs were taken 

after the details of the committce’s in- 

vestigation were brought to the atten- 

tion of the Agency. The committee was 

yiven access to everything that the 

Agency obtained in its investigation and 

certain additional materials that the 

committee requested. 

The committee staff members who 

conducted the investization are satisfied 

that there was no evidence uncovered 

that the Agency directed the employee , 

to obtain access to the autopsy ma terials. <7 

They also belicve on the basis of what 

they know that the Agency did not di- 

rect the activity of the Agency employce 

in this regard. The Agency employces 

who conducted the Agency's investiza- 

tion are satisfied that the motive for 

obtaining unauthorized access was mere 

curiosity. The committee staff members 

are not satisfied that the motive has 

been established; they believe mere cu- 

riosity is not consistent with the finger- 

print evidence. But In the absence of a 

full and truthful confession by the 

Agency employee or the others, if any, 

who were in league with him-—or sub- 

‘stantial new evidence all recognize that 

the matter of motive cannot be ulti- 

mately resolved, 

Mr. Speaker, I wish to emphasis stv- 

eral points:
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First. No evidence was uncovered that 

anything was taken; 
Second. No evidence was uncovered 

that. anything was misused, other than 
in the unauthorized examination itself: 

Third. No evidence was uncovered that 
anyone has prefited from these nets; 

Fourth. No evidence was uncovered 
that anyone other than the employee 
himself was involyed in what he did: 

Fifth. The employee has been dis- 
charged from the Agency: anil 

Sixth. To my knowledge, no discipli- 
nary action has been thought necessary 
or taken against any other Agency em- 
ployees in connection with the incident. 

Mr, Speaker, I clo not know what addi- 
tional action can be taken in this mat- 
ter. I considered it closed in July 1978 
after the committee and the Agency did 
ali they reasonably could be expected to 
do. I consider it closed now. Neverthe- 
less, Wf the Howse or any of its relevant 
committees secks to Inquire into the mat- 
ter further, I will assist in any way pos- 
sible. It is enough to add that specula- 
tion about the matter beyond the evi- 
dence at hand is unjust to all concerned. 
No one wishes to know the truth more 
than I do. But the irresponsibie circula- 
tion of rumor and myth only feed 
paranoia; they do not quench the thirst 
for knowledze. 

At this point I include the following: 
{Prom the Washington Post, June 18, 1979} 

CIA Orricer Rirtep Fires or Hint PANEL 

(By George Lardner, Jr.) 
The Howse Assassinations Committee dla- 

covered Inst summer that its most sensitive 
files had been rithed, and then traced finger- 
prints on them to an officer of the CIA, ac- 
cording to Informed sources. 

The incident involved surreptitious entry 
of a combination safe at the congressional 
comunittce's offices, the sourves sold, The sale 
was reserved for physical evidence of Presi- 
dent Kennedy's assassination, including the 
autopsy photos, X-rays and other articles, 
such as the so-called “magic bullet’ that 
wounded both Kennedy and Texas Gov. John 
B. Connally. ‘ 

Apparently nothing had been token, but, 
the sources said, there was no doubt that the 
files In the safe hand been tampered with. For 
instance, they said the autopsy phetos of 
the head shot that killed Kennedy had been 
taken out of thelr slip cases and were left In 
disarray inside the three-drawer safe. 

“It locked as though:someone had just run 
out,” one source said. 

After several inquiries by a reporter this 
week, the CIA acknowledged that tt has dig- 
missed the individual in question, but tndi- 
cated that it plans no further action. 

“We're satisfied that it was Juse a matcer 
of curlosity [on the individual CIA oficer's 
part},” said CIA spokesman Herbert Hett. 
Asked whether it might have been a matter 

of conscious CIA spying on a congressional 
committee, Hetu replied, “Good lord, no.” 

The unauthorized entry was discovered 
when committee staffers arrived nt work early 
one morning last summer, probably in July 
sources Sald, . 

“Binkey [the House committee's chiet 
counsel, G. Robert Blakey] was told right 
away.” One source recounted. “Only three or 
four people were supposed to have access ta 
that safe. And I understand that one of them 

‘sald he'd locked it the night before.” 
Fingerprint experts from the D.c Police 

department, whero several committee staffers 
had old friends, were cniled tn. By then, some- 
one had thoughtlessly nad the dOctunents 
rearranged neatly, so that there were other 

prints on them and on the safe. Bul the secu- 
rity-comjcious committee reportly had fn- 

gerprint records of everyone who worked 

there, both these with access to the safe and 
thase who had no business belog thera. 

Sources said the only unauthorized Sct of 

prints the pollce found belonged to Regta T. 
IMahut, a CIA Untson ollcor who had been 

detalled to assist the committee with the 
CIA records it needed for its Investigations. 

“His fingerprints were all over the place,” 
one source reported. “On the photos, inside 
the safe, and on all sorts of diferent pack- 
ayresn’* 

Particularly tenNing, another souree [ndl- 

cated, was the fact that some of the prints - 

were found on autopsy photos themscives 

rather than the plastic sleeves in which they 
had been encused. ; 

The episede reportedly produced a prent 

wave of nnxicty within the CTA, which has 

been claiming for several years that tt has 
learned tts lessons and that Its domestic spy- 

ing and misdeeds are a relic of the past. In 

Any case, the agency Inunched an intensive 
Initernint Pavestipation, tneluding polygraph 

examinations of Blahut and perhaps 4 num- 
ber of his superiors. ‘ 

In a brief telephone interview with The 
Washington Pest, Blahut denied any wrong- 
doing. He ucknowledged that his fingerprints 
hed been found on the documents In ques- 

tion, but insisted that there wns an inno- 

cent explanation. Herefused, however, to say 
what that was. tae a 

“There’s other things that are tnvolyved 
that are detrimental to other things,” he 
sald. Asked what he meant by that, he re- 
‘fused to elaborate. 

“IY signed an oath of secrecy fwith the 
CIA],” he said. “I cannot discuss it any 
further.” . : 

Sources quoted Blakey, who was kept in- 
formed of the CIA's in-house inquiry, 23 

having stated on several occasions that 

Biahut had been given three polygraph ex- 
aminations In sill and that he had falled 
them in important respects, 

’ “He denied he did tt, and he flunked that,” 
one source said. “They also asked him 

whether anyone ordered him to do it. He 
said no one, snd he flunked that." 

Blahut, who said he worked for the CIA 
oMce of security, insisted that he had come 
through the tests with his credibility un- 
blemished. 

“I've already defended myself to my em- 

ployers,”” he said when asked about the In- 
ctdent. “As far as I'm concerned, that's all 
cleared up.” an 

Blakey, who has been working on the now 
moribund Assassination Committee's final 
report In recent weeks, refused to comment: 
Sources sald he seized on the incident last 

year and used !t as leverage to get the CIA 

to cough up a number of documents tt had 

been holding back from the committee, Some 

of the records reportedly pertained ta Lee 

Harvey Oswnid's visit ta Mexico City In Sep- 
tember 1963. 

“Thero was a marked Improvement,” one 
former stalfer recnited. “All of a sudden, they 
were giving us everything we wanted, Blakey 
kept saying he wanted ta go slow, to let them 
ithe CIA] conduct the investigation. ..-. But 
E think he'd have to admit we wanted better 
cooperation.”* . 

Asked ona questiun after another about 
the incident, lnciuding the identification of 
the CIA officer's fingerprints, Binkey kept say- 
ing: “I won't discuss the matter.” Asked If he 
would deny ft, he sald, “No.” 

Most members of the House committee ap- 
Porently were Kept in the dark. Even the 
chairman of the subcommittee that tnvestti- 
gated the Kennedy assassination, Rep. Rich- 
ardson Preyer (D-N.C.), said he was wnawnre 
of it when queried by a reporter. Later, after 

checking with Chairman Louis Stokes (D- 

Ohio}, Preyer declined to corament beyond 
saying: 
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“Blakey and Lou [Stokes] were handling 

tho CIA stuf. I don’t have my nose out of 
Joint about it. Talk to Lou." 

Stokes declined to talk. “The matter wes 
terminated,” he said. “There's no need for ma 
to comment,” 

TL was not clear what other CIA officials 
inlyht have been given polyyvraph tests before 
the inquiry was dropped although sources 

sald that one of Blahut’s superiors, Scott 
Breckinridge of the CIA Inspector general's 
ollica, had been expected to be given one. 
There were also rcports that CLA Deputy 
Director Frank Curlueci had offered “in 2 

maynanimous way” to take one. ‘ 
Breckbluridge Is a veteran CIA official who 

Served as the agency’s chief Malson officer 
with the Senate Intelligence Committee dur- 

funy its 1975-70 Investigntions of the Intelli- 
Henee cemmunity, He also wrote the top- 
secret CLA inspector general's report in 1967 

on CIA assassination plots against. Cuban 
Premier Fidel Castro. 

Breckinridge retired recently. He could not 
ho renched for comment, CIA spokesman 
Motu satu his retirement had nothing, to do 
with the rununaging of the House coummit- 
tee’s safe. 

As for Carluccl, Hutu told a reporter, “He 
doesn't remember having said what you sald 
he satd.” 

[From the Washington Post, June 19, 1979] 
CLA Pronk Invro Rircen Fries Cari m 

SUPERFICIAL, SELF-SzRving 

{By George Lardner, Jr.) 

The Central Intelligence Agency’s Investi- 
Ration of the ritilng -ast year of a congres- 

sional committee's files by ona of its offl- 
cers was atmed primarily at getting the CIA 
of the hook, according ta Informed sources. 

“They investigated it to get out of it them- 
selves. not to Ond out whether somebody 

else was Involved,” said one knowledgeable 
source. 

The Washington Post reported yesterday 
that the most sensitive files of, the House 
Assassinations Committee had “been rified 
last summer by a CIA liaison officer who had 

been assigned to help the committee. 
The CIA responded by saying that the 

officer In question, Regis T. Blahut, had been 
dismissed. CIA spokesman Herbert Hetu said 
the agency was “satisfied” that the Incident 

hud been simply “a matter of curiosity’ on 
Blahut’s part. ; 

Sourees close to the committee sharply 
disputed the CIA's assertions, One sald “the 

circumstantial [evidence] ts overwhelming” 
thot more than “curiousity was involved. 
CYA officer Blahut, thia source suld, “went 

into ® room where he wasn't supposed to be 
without ane of our officers being present.” 

There, the source said: - 
“He opencd a safe, and pulled out a 

drawer. . 

“He took a ring-binder notebook out of 
the drawer, he ripped a plastte case out of 

the notebook und he tock a picture out of 
the plastle cause. 

“He Ned when he heard a noise, and then 
he led about it.” . 

According to thls source, cvoth CIA DIi- 
rector Stansileld Turner and. CIA Deputy 
Director Frank Carlucct were ipformed 
bluntly by the committee's chtef counsel, G. 

Robert Blakey, of what the committee re- 

garded as the shortcomings of the CIA. 
inquiry, 

Hetu denied this. In a telephone interview 
yesterday, he also denied that the CIA had 

conducted a shortsighted, self-protective in~ 
vestigation. “We did check outside aod inside 

[the agency],“hesaid. 
Retu also maintained that Blahut had 

every right to be in the room where the safe 
was located. 
The rifled 4afe was reserved for physical 

evidence from the Kennedy assassination 
and, at the time. contained at least the 

grisly sutopsy photos. The safe containing
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CIA records and other matcrials that Blahut 
was supposed to safeguard was in another 
room, sources said. 

Committees staffers discovered the incident 
one afternoon last July after a committee 
Inwyer had gone tnto the rcom, with Blakey's 
permission, to Inspect some of the autopsy 
photos, Ho left the room briefly to spenk with 
iakey and returned to discover thant one of 

the notebooks he had not touched was out 
of place. . 

“If it were just curiosity, why should you 
have to take photos out of an unused book 
in order to sce them? Why not Just look at 
them?” one sourco sald. 

As for Binakey, sources said, he had always 
been “paranoid” about the possibility that 
somo of the gruesome Kennedy autopsy 

photos might get cut and destroy the com- 
mitteo’s reputation. 

“No one who has scen those photos would 
hnve any doubt thnt they should not be 
mado public,” one source said, “The one 
thing that would have done us [the House 
Assassinations Committee] in would have 
been for those photos to be publicly released. 
We wero novor satisNed that somecono else 

wan't Involved.” 
Of the CYIA’s investigation, one source 

said, “all they investigated was whether he 
[Blahut}] had any connection with tha 

agency fin doing what he did] . They 
asked [Blahut] on a polygraph [examina- 
tion} whether he had any connection with 
the agency in dolng what he did. And he 
passed when he sald he didn't have any con- 
nection. But they didn't ask whether some- 
one else had authorized him to do it.” 

Turner enunciated the agency's view yes- 
terday afternoon in one of his “Director's 

Notes" to all CIA employees: “A media report 
today suggests that there was something 
sinister Involving the agency and the Ales 
of the House Assassinations Committee, IF 
want to assure you that this is slmply not 
the case. Our Investigations revealed an 
error in Judgment by a contract employee as 
& custodian for CIA material with the com- 
mittee. He acted alone and out of. curiosity 
and was dismissed.” , 

[From the Washington Star, June 18, 1979] 

CIA Fmes OFFICER WHO RIFLED FILES 

A CIA security officer, found to have sorted 
through sensitive files of the House Assassi- 
nations Committee, has been fired, an agency 
spokesman said last night. 
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he denied any wrongdoing, citing a CIA “oath 

of secrecy” in declining to claborate, the 
newspaper said. 

{From the Washington Post, June 28, 1979) 

House Prooine CIA 'BasyStrrer’ Wi0 RIFLED 
Fitra on JPR 

(Dy George Lardner, Jr.) ; 

The House Intelligence Committec has 

started an investigation of a CIA officer's 
snooping last year in the offices of another 
congressional committee, 

Members of the [ntelllpence.Committece, 

which has oversiyht authortty over the CIA, 
were informed of the tnquiry Inst week by 

Chairman Edward Boland (D-Mass.}. Com- — 
mittee staifera had already interviewed the 
CIA’s director of security, Robert Gambino, 

nbout tho Incident following a report In Tho 
Washington Post. 

The Post, quoting tnformed sources, re. 
Ported that the most sensitive files of tha 

House Assassinations Committee had been 
rified Inst summer and fingerprints on them 
traced ton CIA Inlson officer assigned to the 
comnmailttee. 

The asatynament, it has since been learned, 

was Made under a CIA pregram code-named 

“MH/Child.” which saurces described as en- 
compassing & variety of so-called “babysit- 
ting” chores. 

Tho agency dismissed thea Nalson officer In 
question, Regis T. Blahut, last August and 
then dropped the matter. In a memo to all 

CIA employes last week, CIA Director Stans- 
field Turner took the position that Blahut 

hod “nected alone and out of curtosity.” 
Since then, the CTA_has also been Insisting 

that Biahut, who had been employed by tho 
agency's Office of Security, did not riffe the 

Assassinations Committee's filles and did not 
even enter the safe where the files were kept. 

However, the agency has refused to say 
what It thinks did happen, beyond describing 

it as—in the words of CIA spokesman Her- 
bert Hetu—"something dumhb.”. 

According to Informed sources, the Incl- 

dent took place one afterncon last July after 
an Assassinations Committee staffer had 
started inspecting some of the materials in a 
combination safe reserved for physical evi- 
dence of the 1963 assassination of President 
Kennedy. 

Sources said he took what he wanted and 
left the room. According to one version, he 
left the safe door closed but untocked; ac- 

The security officer, Regis Blahut, was as-2%C0rding to another, the-gafe door might hnve 
signed to guard CIA documents being used 
by the committce in its investigation of the 
assassination of President John Kennedy, 
said spokesman Herbert Hetu. “He saw the 
committee's files and picked them up, which 
was dumb,” Hetu-satd., . 

After an internal CIA investigation, he said, 
“we were totally convinced” Blahut was not 
encouraged “from outside or inside the CIA” 
to examine private committce documents. 

“That would be the immedlate question, 
but we felt certain it was just a matter of 

curlosity and poor judgement,” Hetu sald. 
“We dismissed the guy and that was It.” 

A Washington Post story in today’s editions 
quoted unnamed sources as saying the inci- 

dent Involved “surreptitious entry of a com- 
bination safe at the committee's offices,” but 
Hetu said no safe was involved as far as he 
knew. | 
The Post said the safe was reserved for 

physical evidence of the Kennedy assassina- 
tion, including autopsy photes, X-rays and 
the bullet sald to have hit Kennedy and Texas 

Gov. John B. Connally. 

There are no allegations that anything 
was taken. . 

Blahut could not be reached for comment 
last night, but The Post quoted him as 

* acknowledging that his fingerprints had been 
found on some of the documents. However, 

been left slightly ajar. In. any cnse, sources 

said, when he returned, he found a book of 
Kennedy autopsy photos inside the safe in 
obvious disarray. 

Blahut’s fingerprints were found on the 
inside door of the safe. They were also found 
‘om one of the gruesome autopsy photos, 

which had been taken out of its plastic case, 
sources said. The plastic case itself had been 
torn from its notebook binder, 

The CIA’s Hetu, however, declores that 
Btahut “did not enter the safe to get the 
notebook,” 

Asked how it was then that Blahut’s 
fingerprints were found on the Inside of the 

safe door, Hetu said this must have happened 

when Blahut was “putting it [the book of 
photos} back in the safe.” 

Asked why Blahut would do that If ho 
hedn’t taken the book from the safe to begin . 

with, the CIA spokesman sald, "I don't know. 
Ask Blahut.” 

Hetu also declined to give the ‘CIA's ver= 
sion of what happened, insisting that It 
would serve “no purpose.” 

Blahut, who reportedly falled CIA poly- 

graph tests in several important respects 
concerning the incident, declined to come 
ment. He has said there is an Innocent ex- 
planation, but he has refused to say what 
that is. 

Sources said there were at least three 
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personnel shifts and changes within tho 
CIA's Onice of Security following the incident 
last Bummer and the recent publicity over it, 
affecting, among others, Blahut's immediate 

supervisor. Hetu said there was no connec- 
ton. 

“We're satisfied that what hoe [Blnhut} 
iid, he did on bis own,” the CLA spokesman 
told aw reporter, “None of the things [per- 
sonne] shifts and resignations} you've de- 
scribed had anything to de with that.... 
We're satisfied the guy did something dumb. 
He looked at n book he wnsn't supposed to 
look at. And we fired him after we assured 
ourselves that he wasn’t tasked {to do what 
he did} by anyone elther Inside or outside 
the agency.” 

Sources close to the committce maintalned 
that the CIA's tnvestigation was almed pri- 
markly at petting the ayency off the hook and 
was not thorough chough to climinate sus- 

pitcions that more than “curiosity” might 
have been involved. 

Bishut had becn nssigned to help the 
Assussinations Committeo with the CLA Niles 

Ib needed In it Inquiries, Saurees described 

the MIE-Childe project, under which the ns- 
stinument cams, ps ma sort of “"babvsittinir’ 

function that also includes escorting visitors 

to tho CIA headquarters building at Langley. 
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NRTA-AARP SETS LEGISLATIVE 
PRIORITIES FOR 1979 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the’ House, the gentle- 
man from Florida (Mr. Perrer) is recog- 
nized for 5 minutes. 

@ Mr, PEPPER. Mr. Speaker, the Na- 

tional Retired Teachers Association and 
the American Association of Retired 
Persons are widely recognized organiza- 
tions concerned with the welfare of older 
Americans, These organizations have re- 
cently published their 1979 legislative 
policy and 1979-80 joint State legislative 
committee policy guidelines. This year's 
program emphasizes the importance of 
the demographic, economic and employ- 
ment trends in terms of legislative policy 
for current and future retirees and the 
Government programs which assist 
them. The National Retired Teachers 
Association and the American Associa~ 
tion of Retired Persons represent over 
12 milllon members and emphasize that 
as the older population expands and 

changes, Federal programs must respond. 
Because I would like to share some 

highlights of their national legislative 
objectives with my fellow Congressmen, 
I would ask that the following article be 
inserted in its entirety at this point in 
the Recorp: — 

Tre 1979 NRTA-AARP LeciscatTive 

PRIORITIES 

ECONOMIC POLICY | 

As inflation is our major economic prob- 

lem, steps must be taken to reduce drastically 

the annual rate and provide the elderly with 
an increased mensure of compensation for 
the inflation losses they suffer, 

To these ends, the [federal government 

should ccordinate monetary and fiscal poli- 
eles, reduce government spending, balance 

the federal budget, strongly enforce antt- 
trust policy, deregulate those economic sec- 

tors where price competition would be im- . 
proved, promote competition and productiv- 
ity, use economic “controls” where necessary 
(as in the health sector) and develop inno- 
vative “tools” to use in the fight against 
inflation.


