Richard " Helms,' ]
of Central" Intelhgenoe ordered
2 high: official-of the agency. to
withhold:: Watergate -. inform

tion and deny: Justlce Depa.rT’.i

' ment access to a. key witness in}

the first: vs:x weeks~after the
‘break-in-o _June 17,1972, -ac-
cordmg,to prewousl »‘unpub-
lished testxmony.

The' official, : Howard 7. Oa-'

*borne; who:was dltector of se-|
curity for the C.LA: before he
retired i -late -1973, told- 2
House Intelhgence subcommxt-
tes -ini May; -1973, that: Mr.
Helrns decided. t:hat a :series: of
letters, sent<to: the agency by
James ‘W.-McCord -Jr,,.a mem-
ber of the team that broke into
Democratic party headquarters
at ’ the |Watergate .. complex,
should not be forwa.rded to the
Justice Depa.rtment.
- Hunt’s Role

r. Helins made his decision
at a time when the agency was
under subpoera from the Jus-
tice Department ta forward “all
communications" related to
Watergate. . .

The McCord 1etters, sent be-
“tween July 29, 1972, and early
January,. 1973, warned ‘the
agency that. officials of the
Committee for the Re-Election
-of the President were planning
tn conteénd that the break-in
was a C.I.A. operation.

In one of the letters, Mr. Mc-

'eral . Bureau .of . Investxgatxon

Cord saxd -“I haye the svidence
of the. mvolvement ‘of ‘[former

Mxtchell and ethers sufﬁcxent
to convince a yury the Congress

| and thepress
ML Osbome also saxcl t:hat
Mr. Hehns had mstructed i

not to mqmre into the agency’s|

. another Watergate

Mr *Helms further dxrected
Mr ‘Osbome said, that the Fed-

not:be-permitted: to: interview
Karl Wagner,’a C.L.A. 'employe,
who had knowledge. that -John

fonf.e ‘House advxser on domes-
tic: affa:u's, had auhhorlzed the

agency ‘torestablish a workmg
relationship. with Mr.. Hunt in
July, 1971
sYou forget about that," Mr

O'bsome “quoted: Mr. Helms as
hav'ing told him~in late June,

take care of the rest of that.”
‘At the time, Mr. Osborne had
been designated by Mr. Helms

diting the G.LA’s communica-
tions . with the I‘BI . about.
Watergate. . o

Mr. Helms and other high-
level C.LA. officials repeatedly

mvolvement with ~E. Howard: -

D Eh.r!u.hman then :the chisf}

1972.-“1 will handle that. You

as the official directly respon-}
sible. for coordinating and expe-j

stressed in their public state-|

Continued on Page 40, Column.3 |
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ments that their actions rega.rd-‘
ing Watergate weré not illegal, 1
but legitimate steps to protect |
the agency from possible ad-

the ‘leak of highly classified -
formation about -the agencys
crperanonal procedures. . @
.Mr. Osborne testified before
thie 'House subcommittee that
he had told Mr. Helms he felt.
“very strongly’” that the first.
McCord letter should be turned
over ' to the F.B.I.  However,
Lawrence Houston, the general®
counsel to the C.ILA,, testified.
that he had advised Mr. Helms:
that the wgency had no leaah
responsibility to do so. .+
_Ehrlichman Link -

The three United States At

Department did not learn of the
Ehrlichman link to the C.LA.
for five months. They also were
not told.of the McCord. letters
to the C.LA. until May, 1973..

1973 shortly after’ C.LA.
volvement
House “plumbers”  became
known. . The panel eventually
concluded that the agency had
been misued by the Nixon Ad-
ministration.

The testimony was declassl~
fied late last year, without

public announcement, by Rep-
resentatwe Lucien N. Nedzi of
Michigan, the subcommittee
chairman.

Mr. Helms told the Repre-
sentatives that “everybody was

... All the records were gone
through and all the thmgs were
pursued.” -

Mr. Helms was not dlrectly
asked about Mr. Osborne’s alle-
gations, but William E. Colby,
then Mr. Helm’s deputy~and
now Director of Central Intel-

verse publicity and to prevent:

The
through an edi

tly repo
(t:g;rtecthg Central Intelligence

ting, -eftof, in- .
srted yesterday

'  Justice
Agency was under @ ce .
nt subpoena in early
Departtme1972 when R}d&f
v ms, then Director 0 -
Iizll Intelhgenee, ordered the
agency to’ “withhold informa- .
t\on The subpoena, ordermlgl
the  C.LA. to produce. 3
Watergate communications, |

was ‘ot in effe

commiitiee - that #.the - agency’s]
failure to prowde all known in-|
formation - to." the. FB I was
based "on- its ‘concern-:“that it
would somehow be involved in
the. Watergate- case and - theret -
was qujte a lot-of pubhctty and:
pubhc information in the press
‘1 think the concem [was .
about ‘Jeaks to-the press.’”:

" Mr, Helms, who headed the
C.LA. from 1966 to 1973 and is

now Ambassador ta Iran; could
not be reached for comment. A
State Department aide said he
was traveling and would not re
turn to his post in Tehran, from

torneys' -who originally  prose-i
cuted the case for the Justice:

- C.I.A. noncooperation than pre-

The Heuse subcominiiee be-l! ‘former . Federal
gan “hearings in the spring of|
in-f
with the White}

instructed . to_-help with thet
F.B.I. investigation in the agen-|
cy, and every lead was checked}

ligence, repeatedly told the sub-

which he has been on leave un-
til later this month. - S
3 ,Widespread Pattern, [,

““Mr.-~ Osborne's .-testimony?
about, the - initial = high-level
C.1.A." reaction - to - Watergate

was part of what-a-New Yorl -
Times inquiry has shown to: be
a more- widespread pattern-of]

viously . known.-::The - inquiry,
which included interviews with
mvesmgators
and” an analysis of . publithed
C.LA. Watergate testimony:and
‘documents; was begun shortly
after the published allegations
last December of C,IA domes-
tic spying.

No evidence was found link-
jing the C.LA. to advance knowl-
edge of the Watergate break-
in, but the testimony and doc-
uments indicate that the intel-
‘ligence agency followed the
course it did in part because of
a fear that some of its domestic
cover firms as well as its 1971
domestic activities on behalf of
the White House would be un-
cavered.

The C1A, is currenﬂy facing
intensive  investigations by
House and Senate committees
stemming from its admitted in-
volvement - in-. “questionable”.
domestic. spying activities. In!
addition, an eight-member com-;
mission set up by President:
Ford and headed by Vice Pres-
ident Rockefeller is in its sec-
ond month of hearings into
the domestic spying allegauons

ct at the time. |
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Among the key new findings
of tbe inquiry were the follow-

in,

‘lA " number’ of high-level
C.LA. officials, including Mr.
Helms and Mr. Colby, were in-
formed on June 19, 1972 —two
days after the break-in —that a
transcript of an internal C.LA.
tape recording showed that Mr.
Ehrlichman - had authorized the
;agency in 1971 to begin its sup-
port activities on “behalf of Mr.
Hunt, who was then a member
of the White House secunty
force known as the “plumbérs,”
then investigating Dr. Daniel
iEllsberg. - The transcript was
idiscussed at a CLA, meetmg
that day.

oMr. McCord had served asa
member of the. C.LA.'s counter-|
intelligence branch -since - 1952]

ing the penetration of the agen-

ing for the “agency’s™office- of
security in 1967-68 -when, ac-
cording to Senate testimony last
monih, it infiltrated. 10 agetts,
jnto- rtadical _groups.’ in - the:
washington area -in apparent]
violation of the C.L.A. charter]
barring it from domestic activi-
ties. At least four former high-!
level C.LA. counter-intelligence
‘officials have resigned since the
first published allegations of
C.1.A. domestic activities.

GNone of the high - level C.I. A.
officials, -including Mr. Colby{#

informed Federal authorities o
the repeated White House ef-
forts in June, 1972, to involvei
them in the succes;ful attempt
to limit the initial F.B.L Water-|
gate inquiry. The officials alsoj
did not immediately disclose;
that - they. had been. asked to!
provide bail funds for the ori-|
ginal Watergate defendants.. . l
_ €§|None of the hxgh -level C.ILA. l
offxcxals involved in the initial!

deliberativus after Watergate!
informed James R. Schlesmoer s
who replaced Mr. Helms as Dl-
rector of Central Intelligence in
February, 1973, of the exten»t of |
the agency’s domestic activities
on behalf of the White House in
1971, Mr." Schlesinger learned
of Mr. Hunt's plumbers role;
from a CILA. liaison officer: m
early May, 1973.

Questions Left Open

The inquiry. also left open
questions about the objectivity!
and thoroughness of the initiafll
inquiry by the House Intel-
ligence subcommittee. In its re-
port 6n its hearings, published
Oct. 23, 1973, the subcommittee
did not note, for example, that
Mir. Helms ordered Mr. Osborne.

not to turn over the McCord
letters. .

The CI.A. also did not in-
form the Justice .Department
that in July, 1972, it had re-
cejved confidential informaticn
0a the Watergate break-in from

and was involved. with prevent- :

cy by.agents-from -the Soviet}’
Union. Mr: McCord . was: work-|

. ,c,ount

A

Robert F. Bennett, the president
of Robert R. Mullen and Com-
pany, a Washington-based pub-
hc relatxons firm that provided
“cover” for. C.LA, employes
overseas and had hired Mr.|
Hunt afte rhis retirement from
the agency in 1971.

According to a report pub-
lished . last year by Senator
Howard H. Baker Jr., Repub-
lican of Tennessee, the C.LA.
paid halt of Mr. Bennett's at-
torney fees stemming from his
grand jury appearance after the
Watergate break-in. ..

. In a recent .interview,: Sey-
'mour Glanzer, one of the ori-
‘ginal Watergate | prosecutors,
who retired.last year after serv-
ing '14.years .with. the “Justice
Department, ¢haracterized the
IC.LAs 'p‘ost-Watergate actions
Las. ' the: efforts .“of - an . intel-
ligence -agency . serving some
alien .Byzantine ‘power rather
‘than one devated. to the best in-
terests-, ot‘ ‘the: peopre of th1=

known to the . Government
now,” ’\rfr Glanzer said, .*but
the publxc isn't aware of what
the C.LA: has done. The whole

rwarned the C.I.A. in the letters
! that attempts would be made to

ventire was one of keeping in-
formanon fromus. - .
‘A.mazed’ by Conduct
“I frankly was amazed by the
conduct. and the mentality I
found in the C.LA..Anyone who
believes in candor must appear
to be quite naive to them. And
frankly, I must have. appeared
to be naive to them.
_ The most critical C.LA. fail-
ure, Mr ‘Glanzer said, was the
agency's decision not to pro-
duce the six letters sent by Mr.

iMcCord after being served with}

‘a Justice Department subpoena
compellmg the agency to pro-:
duce "all communications®” re-
lating to Watergate. .

i “The WicCord contacis would
have been vital,” Mr. Glanzer
said, because Earl T. Silbert, they
prmmpal United States Attor-
ney ° investigating. Watervate,
“had selected McCord as the‘
weak link-~-the only person;
who had information and might
be made willing to talk.”

“The letters were an indica-
tion that there was some way
of reaching the man,”? the for-
:mer prosecutor said.

- Mr. McCord, who had earlier

plea - bargaining, . repeatedly

place the blame for Watergate
on the agency.

-Upon léaming in Vlay, 19/’3
of the  McCord letters, Mr.
|Glanzer said, the prosecutors
told one hwh level C.LA. offi-!
icial—not Mr. Helms—that he
‘'was ‘a _potential target ol a,
‘grand: jury investigation.  The|
official resigned mthm days,,
Mr. Glanzersaxd . -]

" Waiergate investigation first by

rebuffed  an attempt to beginf

’ Houston decided that there was

“Cox Takes Over” ~

At :about the same time;
however, “Mr. Silbert-and :Mr.
Glanzer were succeeded .in the

‘Archibald Cox, the Watergata
‘special  prosecutor,” and - thel
C.LA, actions did not become a
public issue.

In Mr. McCord’s flrst letter
to -the C.LA.,-which was sent
to the office of Mr. Helms six
weeks after Watergate, Paul
O’Brien, an attorney for the|’
Nixon re-election .committee, |
was quoted as having said that
committee officials had initially;
informed him that the break-in
was a C.ILA. operation.. = ..

“He says he did not know
otherwxse,” Mr. McCord's- letter]
said, “until one of. the defend-|.
ants told *him the facts and he
says he blew up.over it.” -

The letter -said. that there
would be an attempt to depict.
the Watergate break-in as a
C.LA. ‘operation and suggested
that the Watergate prosecutors
were leaking antl-af—vency mate-
rial to the press. ' .

Mr. McCord closed fhe letter
iwith the following statement,
‘which, given - his - extensive:
knowledge of ~ counterintel-
ligence operations,. may have’
led to varying interpretations:
inside the agency:

“The fact remains that I have|
T'ved in Washington 'since 1942|
and know certain things aboutl
the District of Columbia frem!
first-hand _knowledge, having

lxved there in the past ‘that I:
wanted you to be aware of.”. "

The letter initially was dis
‘missed as crank mail, Mr. Os-i
‘borne told the ‘House subcom~
'mittee in May, 1973,.but was
subsequently identified through'
Mr, McCord’s. handwriting. M.
,Osborne then recounted the f
lowmg events: -

“T showed the. letter to Mr.
Helms: I told him that I felt
fvery. strongly that the letter
ishould be turned over to the
‘Federal Bureau of Investiga-
tion. Mr. Helms, after some re-
flection, decided that he would
like to have legal opinion on
the matter and summened Mr.
Lawrence . Houston, general
counsel of the agency,-to his of-
1{xce and had h1m read ‘the let-
er. -,

' ‘Le«’al Obllgatxon

“After he had finished read-
ing the letter, the ensuing dis-
cussion, to the best of my recol-
Iectxon, centered about whether
the agency had any legal obli-}
gation to forward the Tetter to -
the Justice Department or the -
Federal - Bureau of Invesuoa-
tlon. )

- *“Both  Mr. Helms and Mr.

no such obligation, and I was
told to take no further action
on it, Mr, Helmg i_nstru_c;ed me

" - persons”

" |actual attempt to involve he

to restrict knowledge ot the ex-|

istence of the letter to.an abso-
lute mlmmum number of
people.”

When Mr. McCord's subse-
quent letters were received at
home by a CILA. employe in
late December, 1972, and early
January, ..1973, ' they...were
brought to Mr. Osborne, who,!
as he told the subcommittee,

" was. authorized by Mr Helms;
ito file them.., .. ome

“The letters. were turned over
to the Watergate prosecutors in
May, 1973, after Mr." Schlesin-
ger ordered all .C.LA. employes
to ‘come  forward - with  any
evidence or information in con-
nection with :the "White House

plumbers - or- other:: domestlc

C.LA. involvement. -

Mr.. Osborne acknowledged to
the.committee that he had been
troubled by Mr. Helms’s order
not to forwald the: McCord let-
ters. -

L We had been Workmg very?

closely with the F.B.L,” he tes-
* tified. - 4T have »always; given
them -everything. I have. never
held anythmg from.them."
. *He Was My Boss®
“At the time I don’t.th

- sion. to. withhold the-letters].
But, you-‘know, I worked for
Mr. Helms, he was. my: boss. 1
would do the same thmg vuth
Mr. Schlesinger.” -

A review of the publxshed
testimony indicates that Mr.
|Helms- was never specifically
asked about his request that
the McCord letters not’ be for-
warded. -

Mr, Homton, however was
questioned by the Housé sub-
committee about his. counsel to
Mr. Helms after receipt of the
‘initial McCord letter in August,.
1972, He defended his action by
noting that he had been’ in-
volved in many cases: where
wnder- “* indictment
threatened or hinted at a C LA.
involvement. -

i In the case of the McCord
letter; he added, he considered
it to be a similar warning or
threat that there “might be an

agency in the defense of those
arrested in: the Watervate in-
cident.” - -

Since the CIA had no prxor
involvement -in the Watergate
break -in, Mr; - Houston,K ex-
olained, and since any threat of
bluff was best countered in his

fore advised the Director of
Central Intelligence that we
had no legal responsib-ﬂity to
pass the letter on to any other
authorities and that we would
twork with the United . States
.Attorneys when the defense ac-
‘tually raade a formal attempt to
involve the agency-at the trial.
The Director agreed.” -

Mr. Houston . subsequently
acknowledged under question-

} K Ifi
ally agreed with it fthe deci-

opinion, by ignoring it, “I there.| -

;ing, however,. that when Mr



Silbert and Mr. . Glanzer -re-
quested the C.LA. to supply. in-
formation in Octoher .in antici-
pation of a C.LA. defense at the
Watergate trial, the agency still
withheld the letters. . S
Nedzi Interrogates Ic

Then thers was the following
exhange thh Representatxve
Nedzi ST :

NEDZI Isn;‘t; ,thxd Teall
suppressing evidence?: |

?{%USTON "No,. sir, 1 dxd
not consxder 1t evxdence aL
all.: EX g

NEDZI It.was not: evxdenc
of agency mvolvement but i
i.qforruano

a complete mvestfgamon an'

Helms on’ the evenmg after the
break-in—Mr. Osborne recalled
being approached- by a: young
C.I.A. officer, Mr. Wagner
Mr.: Wagner -had served in
1971as an aide to. Gen..Robert:
E. Cushman Jri,the: CLA. Dep-
‘uty “Director “at -the; time:.and
the recipient “iof = Mr. Ehrlichs
rman's request. fo
for Mr. Hunt.:
Mr. Wagne
meeting that:Mr.. Osbome had

been assigned:to. the investiga- '

tion, + Mr. : Osbome 'said,’, and
“called -me -and-isaid:-hehad
something-he- wanted ito tell me
‘but he-had-iu: check withstie
Director-: first:;The ‘Director

same day, and said;.'You forget
about. that. I will ‘handle that
You take care of the rest of it:* .

from knowledge ‘of ‘ the C.LA:

involvement - in:-the - Ellsberg

burglary, * I a.m'delight'ed I

was.” . 3 3
Mr.  ‘Colby told. Senate

Armed - Servicés.:™ Committee
hearing in July,:1973, then. con~
sidering his ‘nomination  to-be
C.ILA. Dxrector "that: a tran-
script of a .Iu.ly 7,1971, Hunt-
Cushman conversation “— in
which- Mr. Ehrlichman’s role

was mentioned—was discussed:

at a high-levsl a"ency meeting:
on June 19. 1972 .
‘Fact Not Re!ayed
However,. :Colby said,

1 thvnk that: the agegcy’s ol:lh 4}

called me. on-thi felephone that}:

2-2-7%

when the CIA formally  in-
formed the F.B.l. three weeks'
later that it had supplied false:
documentation -and - other;
materials to Mr.-Hunt and G.

Gordon _Liddy, another Water-|

-jabout ‘this”little one" assistance!

_[provided.‘to the Justice Depart!

. "danced-around the Foom sever-]
val tlmesggg 10.minutes to try to}-

' was specifically sxcluded” " ters.of this kind.” Mr. Helms,

T TPV N

A d

gate defendant, it did not relay;
the .fact that Mr. Ehrlichman|
had+ been involved ‘with Mr.
Hunt one year before Water-
gate.

Instead the Senate testlmony .

showed, the C.IA. said only
that . the - materials “had. been
isupplied to-Mr. Hunt in ' re-
sponse to ‘a “duly authorized
extra-agency request.’” - "
(At one point during the S2
ate- hearings,” Mr. Colby told
Senator Edward.-M.- Kennedy,
Democrat - of - Massachugetts,
that the information  was not’
supplxed because “it was not all
that important:who made the
phone - call:. from .- the : White
House ito~General -/ Cushman]

for Mr. Hunt.””
ML Ehrlichman’s- name-

as|

ment on-Noy, 27,1972, /in 163

specific - questlorL
ilbert. In. a’later

oming.; pecxhc on,

\iring the Senate heanngs that
on June28,::1972, Mr. Helms

has issued an order requesting}

that the F.B.I not interview Mr.
Wagner-and another C.1.A. offi-]
clal who also” knew “of sorne
C 1A aid to Mr. Hunt in 1971,
At the gime,; Mr.-Helms Jusu-
fied ‘the” der, accordmg to the]
Senate..’ . testimony, : z20n.... the
ground : that thé . F.BL. shouId
“desist from expanding ‘this in<
vestlvatlon mto other : areas
: .eventually, Tun

n-his July, 1973 testxmonyx
before ‘the” Senate . Watergate:
commnuttee, Mr. Heims referred
to- that: order;: telling the Senad
tors: that *there-was starting: to:
be a;lot of leaks out of
F.B.I:for the first time on mat:

Iater® had ‘this exchange with
David M., Darsen, an’ assistant,
chlef counsel ‘on the committee:]
DORSEN: ' And “to your:!
knowledge, ‘was-any relatxve
_information ‘Withheld b
{”C.L.A;: to: the F.B.L-an Jus-
i tica. Department, information
. that you were aware of while i
the’ events were taking place :
in June, July or Auaust of‘
‘19722
* HELMS: Sir; I 'do not - be-
litve so. Does the record
i show. that there was any- |
- thing of this kind?
. .DORSEN: No. I am not
suggesting that at all. I am

- |as: much of the material that

just asking for your knowi- |
edge. I have no knowledge
to the contrary. ;
HELMS: Well,. I -do note
either, but I just want to be
sure- that my recollections i
tracked with the facts. ;

* In his earlier testimony be-
fore the House subcommittee,;
though, Mr. Helms said he had:
prevented the F.B.L. ‘from in

terviewing Mr. Wagner, whom
he did not mention by name,t
because he had not wanted in-|
formation about ~Mr. Hunt'

involvement with Mullen and;
Company, the public” relatxonsi
firm, ““from” being . spread- all
!throuvh the -Government, that

we--had people under cover; .

‘there." : -
§ However, no.. ewdence ,‘Wag,

presented in’ any other: hearm
lsug"e:tmg that Mr..Wagner,-if

questxoued by the F.B.L; 'would]

unt's. -reliance on the;
in+ }971 inst connectxon

‘ments publls‘hed Jast, year. by
ithe - House . Judiciary - Commlt-
tees: ' impeachment ;. 'inquiry
showed: that information about
the secret-use. of Mullen . and
Company -was .suppie . by the

C.LA,:to the F.B.I. on June 2L,]

.1972;: four days after.
tergate burglary,
i Colby ’l‘estnﬁes

-5 During testxmony before the
House and Senate it 1973, Mr.
Colby, who had been placed by
Mr. Helms in over-all charge of
the 1+ C.1.A’s - handling ‘of -the
Watergate inquiry shortly after
the break-in, made -a number of
apparerxtly contradxctory state—
ments.

During the House Inte!hgem:e
subcommittee hearings in May,
1973, Mr: Colby was asked why
the: C.LA. ‘had not been  more

mation to the F.B.L He again
cited” C.LA. concern -over. pos-,
sible press ‘leaks and said the
agency ‘had decided. to “handle

was subfect:to misunderstand-
ing’in an oral fashion rather
than in a written fashion.. . .

Yet, Mr. Nedzi, in dtscussmg
the meeting between the C.LA.
and. the Watergate prosecutors
in October, 1972, “asked -Mc.
Colby whether - he thought the
Justice.. Department, had .been
made “completely aware of all
the facts that you had ls that

Mr Colby responded -“yes
they were totally informed.”

Mr, Colby was then executwe
director of the agency.

In subsequent testimony bﬂ-
fore the Senate Armed Services
Committee in -July, 1973, Mr.
Colby said that he had known
of the White House attempts
the year before to get-the C.IA.
to provide bail funds for the
Watergate . -defendants, - and
.about other .coptacts, but had
.not told the Justice Departn‘xent
during the October meeting.

" ‘Edge.of Propriety’
Asked why, Mr. Colby said he

responsive.- in' providing infor-}

had not considered the thte.

discussed. anythmg buf -

. {did that.’" -

. C.IA: policy had-been made by

_.Housz plumbers. was made ex-

- had not already seen it.

House’s contacts to be potermal
wrongdoing. - < )
“Their requests were it
seemed to me, on the ed"e of}:
propriety,” he said, “and thef
C.I.A. _responsibility ‘was " to
hold itself very specifically to
the facts and act within- its
proper. authonty, and: the C L. A

1t was those achons, rﬂvolv-
mg around’the; efforts ‘of Mr.
Ehrlichman “and “H: ‘R Halde+
man,- then the: thte“"House
chief -of "staff, to_get the :
to attempt to halt the F.BIL in-
quiry; into: Watergate;:that led
to President Nixon’s resignation
last - August.. A White :-House
tape recordmg showed that Mr.
‘Nixon had'directed his aides to
attempt to.involvethe-C.LA; ln
t.he COvVer-up.: ;

-While: suppomn e~actxons
;aken “by:*Mr. ‘Helms ~in- the
months: -after.. Watergate, ‘Mr.,
Colby-. also+ told *the ; Senate
Arraed Services Committee that
the-: basic -decisions:.inyolving,

Mr “Helms.:: .
*s:%The= basic ,-ph p y

keeping -the, C.LA: out “of - the
mxsunderstandmg of being in-{-
volved .and consequently han-f .

..idling the material through the¥: -

top level of the F.B.I and thek’
Justice* Department *[and " not}
through F.B.I, field agents and
United™ States Attorneys] was
a decision in:which I.shared,”
Mr. Colby testified, “It was ob-}
viously - Mr. Helm’s - decision
because he was in charge.”

- The fact ‘that Mr. Schlesinger,
whq is now" Secrefary of De-~
fense, had not been briefed by
Mr, Helms and ather high-level}
C.LA. officials about the extent
‘of. the: agency’s - involvement
with Mr. Hunt and the White

licit in. a statement published
F stJuly by the House Judiciary
Commxttee s unpeachment in-

qulry
Schlesinger Told..

b In the document, a C. IA of-
ificial'who was serving in a liai-
|son position at the White House
in May, 1973, recalled how he
’apparently was the first ta in-
'form Mr, Schlesinger about the
‘C.LA’s involvement in ' the
preparatlon of apsychological
profile on- Dr. Ellsberg and
other matters.. ...

“He seemed surpnsed and
unaware of any such link,” the
unidentitied C.IA/ official said,
“I was sure that someone had
complled the facts about ‘the
agency’s _ involvement -~ with
Hunt and the Watergate and
that it should” be “available
somewhere in the agency if he

“He seemed dismayed and
bewildered that something like
this could have happened andj
that he did not know about it.” }

On May 9, 1973, a few daysy
after the - dLscussxon with thel




C.L A liaison official. Mr: Sc}’ﬂes-'i
inger issued /his; order: calhng}

upon all C. LA. employes tf proy) ]
duce any evidence of. domsst.z
wrongdoing:” .

It was this reques rel:a;ole
sources say, that: not only led
to the discovery of the MECord
letters and -more . Watergate
links, but also pmduced the
ovidence - of . .other:-domesticy
activities—such as. the infiltra-
tion of CJ.A:undercover agents
into- dissident groups’ and the
accumulation. of - files:onpmore’
than ‘10,000~ Americancitizens
who ‘were- opposed’ to'the Viet=
nam war—that. arg’ being inyes-’
‘tigated " by:: the :¢Senate/’>the
House and the Ford, Admxmst:a»
tlon,_ R ps

James: W. WIcCord :
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