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Ler Asks New Inquiry

OnC.1.A-WatergateLinks

. By SEYMOUR M. HERSH - |
. onk .

3 i pd

s three. moriths ago of ‘&
-+ connection! attack, was cited in.the.
A at rgate, wi ch he:‘.Said.repon

cluded

they - are -far’ more .important
now than:they were last year,
It was just ‘some ldose end
then” < -
-Possihle: ‘Domestic .Agent’ -
. The- Senator, -in_his first-in-

ports of alleged C.EA.‘ddmestic®
spying, ‘noted that he and his
investigators had_been unable
to develop any direct. evidence
linking the .intelligence agency

break-in at Democratic ~ head-
quarters in the Watergate com-
plex on June 17,1972,
it fepott’ piblished “last
‘summer by Mr. Baker’s Water-
gate - committee -staff, Lee .R.
Pennington Jr., a C.LA. opera-
tiveé who was a minor figure in
the Watergate cover-up, was

terview since the published te- -

to major involvement in the -

. |burn files in his-home two days

/s

i

Bkt
ving ki James

odmdes‘
Howard H, Baker Jr.
vara er

Lo B A
'W. McCord Jr, a member of
the Watergate break-in- team,

after ‘the breack-in here, Mr.
McCord “had - retired. from the
intelligence agenty. in 1970
after more than 20, years of
service,

. .44 committee’s minority coun-

_The staff study, however,|

epicted as possibly being “aj.- *- — e
depddm«esﬁc agent.” Siich activity,[Continued on Page 42, Column 1

TR

1 éontluued From Page 1, Col. 7|“that the C.LA. had in its pos-

“while highly critical of the
‘@.LA.s actionis before and after
the breack-in was generally un-
able to do more than raise
‘questions and suggest possible
areas for further investigation.
At the time of the report’s re-

., leagse on June 2, 1974, Mr.
Baker and Fred p. Thompson,

‘%ﬁ eoﬂxplalne:au ﬂ;.at -thhel S&m
B “categori * refused to
ie?cbgpex'a,te. S :

Data Refused by C.LA.
":: Mr, Baker said in the inter-
view from his home in Hunts-
. ville, Tenn., that the CI.A. had
‘repeatedly refused to declas-
“sify aits files on Mr. Penning-
‘ton and others believed by the
Senator’s staff to have some
. Mpowledge of Watergate.
.. ‘Among other materials refused
‘t9: the committee, Mr. Baker
‘) ’sid; were the telephone diaries
and office logs of high-level
‘C.LA. officials for the week
following the burglary.
1 ',l'l;o gew dis‘closury‘ie: of N?l-
ege: omestic spying, Mr.
.. Baker said, make it imperative
- ‘that ' the' “leadership of ‘the
| ‘Senate promptly notify the
, ‘GLA, and other intelligence
~"agencies to. ‘their records
intact and to destroy nothing

- #wW to proceed.” . S
27'C ongress works out the
“appropriate form for a . far-
. ‘reaching inquiry, the Senator

said, “I think we’re bound to|nington

find out more about the agen-
«€y’s: role in'Watergate.”, He
.84ld he would.ull;ge.‘that Cons
gress provide. subpoena ‘ power
for its investigators, P
. ~Mr, Thompson, the minority
counsel who is now a partner
-in..a Nashville law. firm, said
‘in-a telephone jinterview that
.“Its absolutely clear that we
:didn’t have the whole ball of
! w”;:* regar.dingtthe c;m.h B
=“It’s apparent how,” he ad-
ded, “that we Mrunning
inlo some of these: domestic
C.LA. activities.” = -
. ‘Door- Was Slammed’
“I remember that we were
demanding several things and
at. one time fearly in 1974],
we weer told it might be given
to’ us,” Mr. Thompson said,
*We kept pressing them [the
CLAJ and finally . they told
Senator Baker, in effect, that
gny further information they
were going to give would go to
the oversight committees”—;
intelligence subcommittees of
the Senate end House
Services Committees.
“The door was slammed in
oua face,” Mr. Thompson
The | Pennington = incident
seemed to be the most ‘specific
example of alleged CIA.
wrong-doing cited in the Baker
seport, whose call for further
inquity went unheeded at the

" {been a domestic agent, possibly |

hile we make a decision on' secretaries,” .

g|subcommittee, headed by Rep-|:

“-iquently - questioned Mr.  Pen-|

Armed|in the burning of documents at

said. [tergate cover-up began-to un-
ravel, -

session, as early as June of
1972, information that one of
their paid operatives, Lee R.:
Pennington Jr., had entered the.
James McCord residence short-
ly after the Watergate break:in
and - destroyed  documents
which might show a link be-|
tween McCord and the C.LA.”

“It seems that'the Pennington|
matter was extremely sensitive
not only because of the above-|
mentioned facts,” the Baker re- |,
port said last summer, “but. be- !
cause Pennington may have

in violation of the C.I,A.’s char-
ter.” L Cy
- Colby Inquiry. Cited . .- -
1‘3 al?m f'l'wgumﬁwm' the
er investigators, the report
[said, that a.special ,In-hofiﬂggi"?
vestigation of the agency’s livik
to Watergate was econducted bys
the C.LA. in late 1972, under
the direction of William E. Col-
by, the presetit Director of/|
Central Intelligence who was
éh.f:l\. executive du'ector of the

- The inquiry was so secret, the
Baker report quoted a C.IA.
employe ‘as “having said, that
one of the officjals~conducting|
the inquiry “wds. instructed to|’
keep no copies of his findings|
and to make no.records. He did
his own typing and utilized no

- 'In the telephone interview,
Mr. Thompson noted that the].
C.I.A. ‘had depicted Mr. Pen-|:
i ’s job to be the routine
collection of public materials,

. “But if that’s all Pennington
was doing,” Mr. Thompson said,
‘“why the extreme measures to|’
cover it up? The C.LA. raised
heaven and earth to cover up
his involvement. It raised ques-
tions . then . and even greater
questions now about the C.LA.
and.‘v?atetga". tae and dom ]

* Congressional - sources }
latet that the House inteiligénce

2 N. Nedzi, |
Democrat of Michigan, ¢

" subse-|

nington last year and concluded
that he had not been involved
in any | operations. Mr.
Pennington was in his 70’s at
the time. . A
“He was just. clipping articles
for the CILA.” one Congres-
sional source said. . '
The source did ackriowledge,
however, that the C.LA. delib-
erately sought to mislead the
F.B.L. about the Pennington role

Mr. McCord’s house in August,
1972—months before the Wa-

Mr. Thompson acknowledged.
that “Pennington did look like,
a kindly ‘old gentleman™. ...

-“But the point is,” he added,
“if the C.LA. was this concerned;
about Pennington, what, else

-The report sald that the
staff’s investigators had learned’
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; Senatexintelligence, subconimittees about the illegal
) u.bmm‘m.nmw-qm N o ; . o K ' R

"1t Is ngg Ehown whathier Mr, Colby decided tc talk
" sight’ regponsibilities offbecause of strong pressures

rom -insidesthe C.LA."Buf it is knbwn that no in-
“ing, which t0pk place sometime near the end of 1973.
The question.is, Why/-not?.. : :

ecretary of Defénge, refuses to comment, and Seng-

1icly discuss the matter beyond arinouncing heafings,.

" The only explanation fof the failure to take some’
kind of agtion in 1973 has come from Representative
VUL = Lucien N. Nedzi, Republican of ‘Michigan, the’ chair-
By S E OUR M. HERSH —=="_ ' man of the House intelligence subcommittee, “At the

* hat have anncunced they will investigate allegations.  yold'after the fact” 'y i e i
[ aflllegal domestic spying by the Central Intelligence: - . . L tha R

el ﬂa& #il first have fo ‘cantront this_question: Questions About the Executive”
Mﬁ& four investigations. three too many? . ;uaiy . Other questions could be posed about the internal:

Y e lpmlators have alféady siggested that a  Workings of the executive branch i he way it 22

' WASHINGTON—The four commitiees of CONgress . ponrities had ceased ; . - What was told to Ziewas

e TN

Lo , s committee should be set  Cised its control over the C.LA. Did anyone insids <
Wiﬂaow@uw:om %ﬂmwﬁ%“ﬂ.ﬁn&n “activities both .the agency tell the nwv..ov:mg. officials. on the Na-.
D I feneign, Logio would seem to dictate " tlonal Security Council about fhe domestic'activities

. a single, agreed w_mom.ﬁwwﬁna,wwaﬁn%s  at the time of their discovery in 16732
" an independent stalf; bt Congressional egos, along. : g ;
o e e ok commificd should ' S0ough resson not to o anying sbout e fomel
have access to what,

defiance of logic i
ings, many in secret.

Once the hearings are-agreed upon:

: form, the legislators might.begin by taking . days before publication of the Times's accouat?
“question that has not beenpublicly -considered" sin i
"the first reports on the doi #pying:.Why, when
" the facts were long sific i o’ ooﬁawwn
" officials and some in Congress, did-it take. a news-

papér story, on Dec. 22 fn The New York Times, to
< proyoke a White Hogse:quiry, .mgﬁdu.mmoua Liear-
- ings,-and the resignation’of at-least four high-level.. dissenters may conflict sharpiy with the mote gentie
"CLA. ajdes? . i L ut Ly L - .- descriptions available in Washington, = * .

The  domestic spying,” in 'violation of the' C.LA. | The precise mechanics of the domestic %ﬁn and
~.chatter, was first discovered by James R. Schlesinger * information collecting still are not known. "Was the
aRortly affér he'became C.LA. director £atly in 1973,  major role played by the CI.A’s counteriptélligence
“Mr, Schlesinger was replaced by William E; Colby, | division, headed by the now-retired Jimes Angleton,
: ﬂru,mmna&ﬁo brief the Chairman of the House and . - OF Were various §a§<mﬁ€§on the domes-

But was Secretary of State Kissinger indorméd?

”.agmuﬁggnﬂa&onn_ﬁasgo &n..ﬂ._ﬁn
.40 whom, “when, and who authofized #t?, ~ %" °

former, low-level C.LA,joperatives whose accounts

3 .
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T And the First Is: Wopldn't One Strong Investigation Be Enough?

_'to Congress bécauss.ifa strong belief in its overs '
' yestigatipni§ Were initiatéd at the time of that brief-

. Mr, Colby fin't’@ying; Mr. Schilesinger, Tow the~

. ‘tor John C. Stensis, -Démocrat ‘of Mississippi and. ’
“‘Chairman of the intélligehce ‘subcommittee’ of the
" Senate Armed Services Committee, has yet to pub-..

. . S . iy Al : , + Helms- tn him. .
%ime T was briefed,” Mr. Nedzi 8aid during a, tele- "~ bl D e
vision interview 12 days;-ago,. “these. alleged im-  jjc hearings, it they are held in public, will be “na-.
- tional" security,” a’ term that clearly has a different
- meaning for the James Anglétons of the world than
* it does for most other citizens. Mr. Angleton, when *

. President’ Nixon, even if informed, had more thah

Tl tic ‘spying—assuming, .of - coutsé, that he did” nt’
ta;zcould Ewmw»oowh authorize or in other ways countenancs it. P

" And why wasn't President Ford briefed by’ C.LA.
%" These questions lead; of ‘course, to the basic issue " ‘others: apparently believe it permitted the use of

.. < This area of inquiry could include aanBSw from -
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tic .ovs.mmouu divisions, with owanor, in_dozens of
- American cities, invplvéed? . . .7 - .
Were the secret operations authorized by Richard

. Helms, former C.LA. directr whovis now Ambassa-
- dot-to Iran; or did Mr: Helins receive private instruc-
*tions from 'President Johnson and ‘President Nixon?

1t is known that some of the domestic spying be-
gan in the late nineteen-sixties and early nineteen-
seventies in response to the increasing alfenation of
. America’s youth-to-the- Vietnam war. Yet-a number
of former high-ranking officials of both administra-

Iy

“tions insist; that they did not kdow ,om,..mwg ClLA’s

_ - activitles.. ¥ :

-+-One answer, offered a few weeks ago'by a CLA.
insider, is simply that the power of Mr. Angleton,
. whose counterintelligence division is responsible for
.. guarding the agency against foreign infiltration, was
~such that he could initiate such illegal activities on
his own, with no one in the C.LA.—not even Richard

An over-riding moumau_.mng,ﬁno_wm_.&:n any pub-

he quit recently, did so with criticism of those who -

: do not see, as he does, an omnipresent. Communist

*threat to"the United States. _

< 'The fine balance between" the public’s right-to -

‘know, 'a phrase. rarely, used, before. in . connection
“with- C.LA, activities, and-the possible exposure- of

“‘intelligente secrets and means of - obteining infor-

matjorf will constantly be tested during any hearings

<“ESFouﬁﬁn&_n:onumonw,.moBauv&nnEonEzﬂ
_“may not be discussed jn public as a result. . :

" That may make it difficult to ‘know whether the
inquiry has sought- and-reached a: new definition of

. i1 LA, ‘ “what is'now clearly an abused concept of “natit
tever ' Director Colby about the’ wrongdoing until-a-few % concept of “nitional

-securjty.” Former President Nixon construed it to
cover his.own political well-being; Mr. Angleton and

.m.ﬁww_ %ﬁunougﬁgomngﬂmaiuwgo#
right to disagree with their Government. .* "~ -
Even at the time of the creation of the CILA.,

] . there were those in Co
‘of what they did In the field against radicals and ngress who sought safeguards

against just what has beer recently disclosed. One
major question before the coming inquiry will be
" whether those safeguards can be installed in fact as,

. well s in'the fine print of an act of Congress, "

. Seymour M. Hersh is a New York u.m:.s,a investi-
gative reporter based: E ‘Washington. <~ 4
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