C.I.A. Tried

to Get Press

ToHold Up Salvage Story

Agency Officiézlé_ Argued for. Délay, on
Ground of National Security—Media
Agreed, But Only Temporarily

'V'I'he‘ Central Intelligence
ygency tried until the last mo-
ment Tuesday night to get the

By MARTIN ARNOLD M«B\W\"% .

known that others were about
to disclose details publicly.
But last week rumors began

press to withhold the report of |to sweep Washington that there
the agency’s attempt to raise|was an important C.I.A. story

‘a-sunken = Soviet - submarine
from the floor of the Pacific
Ocean.’ .

»~The agency's effort to pre-
‘Véent publication was an in-

in the works.

news organizations that agreed
to withhold the story were The
New York Times, The Los An-
geles Times, The Washington

tense one, and it illustrated|Post, The Washington Star,
_ohce again the complex, subtle|Time magazine, Newsweek ma-
-and sometimes tortuous inter-{gazine, the three television net-
-play between' the Government works and the National Public

zand the press. .
_The account of these efforts

Broadcasting System.
All of those who agreed to
withhold the story said they

Was 'put together from inter- had done so to allow the C.LA.
-views. with members of the|to make a further attempt to

-pews medial

salvage the submarine—in effect

.- -The basic issue, raised in dra-|t0 help it protect its ongoing
matic form by the C.LAs at.{oPeration. '

Stempts to get the news media

The newspapers involved said

-to: Withhold -the story, is one that' they planned on printing
sthut! comes up, inoneway or|the report eventually,’and Time
amother, nearly every day in/Mm@gazine said that it would
*the practice of journalism: it is|Print it only .after some other
.simply when to print a story|journal had printed it.

“afid. when not to.

The story was finally made

+~In this case, that issue was|public by Jack Anderson, the
.tomplicated by reasong of na-jcolumnist, on the Mutual
tional security. The process that{Broadcasting radio station in
wweént into the decision to dis-|Washington at 9:30 Tuesday
‘close the story finally was a|night. This released The New

“‘complicated one.

York Times from its agreement

7“The C.LA, efforts, which were|to ‘detay publication of report,
successful for weeks, consisted|and The Times then published
of telephone calls and visits it in all editions yesterday.
“to’news offices by William E.| gaw Security Not Involved -

‘Colby, Director of Central Intel-
Jigence, and other agency offi-

Mr. Anderson. said that he

cials. It included ‘briefings on|nad spoken to a number of ex-
“§ome details of the submarine !S,enst in the Navy and on the
story to some members of the|nchate  Cor ittee that has
press, with the stipplation that| 'watchdog” authority over the
ir retudn for the briefing the|28ency and decided that the

‘$tory would be at least tempor-

story at this late date did not

arily withhéld from the public. involve national security.

-*’Mr. Colby, when making his

“I don’t think the Govern-

_ fgtfe'a to one newspaper, would ment has a right to cover up a

st the other newspapers, t:i;i said. “lI have - withheld other

%ision and radio networks

magazines that he had “locked
“up,” in his words, on the story.

™ Rumors in Capital

a boondoggle,” Mr. Anderson

stories at the behest of the
C.LA., but this was simply a
cover-up of a $350-million fail-
ure—$350-million literally went

" ALl of the media involvéd,|down into the ocean” =

acting independently of each
other, agreed to withhold the
story, but only temporarily. The
New York Times, for instance,
had . decided not to print the
story. until the C. I.°A, either
made another effort to retrieve
the submarine or decided not

But The Timés also informed
the agency that it would pub-

William Thomas, -editor of

According to the agency, the

The Los Angeles Times, said
that ‘his paper decided to print
its story when he learned that
The New York Times was pub-
lishing: The Washington Post
missed the first edition with
its article, but thenpublished
to go ahead with the project.|It: -
Each news organization that
knew of the C.I.A.'s attmpt to

lish a comprehensive article on
the (operation if it became

the agency’s plea to withhold
the information had, for the
time being, some validity.

Th C.I.A.’s reasoning was that
public disclosure of .the salvage
attempt would preclude the in-
telligence agency from making
yet another try at raising the
submarine. -Such a disclosur, it
felt, would in essence interfere
with what it called an “on-go-
ing military operation.”

This, reasoning was that sal-
vaging the atomic missiles in
the submarine was important to
the United States because the
careful study of those 1968-vin-
tage weapons combined with
otﬁer more recent data, could
give the United States a fairly
up-to-date picture of Soviet mis-
sile technology. Co

This, the C.IA. contended,
would not only be helpful mili-
tarily, but would also aid this
country during its disarmament
(SALT) talks with the Soviet
Union.

Ongoing Operation

Under these circumstances,
A. M. Rosenthal, managing edi-
tor of The New York Times,
said The Times “believed that
in this case the advantage of
jmmediate public disclosure did
not outweigh-the considerations
of disclosing an important on-
going operation.”

Mr. Rosenthal said that on
the submarine story The Times
“received information that Jack
Anderson was going to disclose
the details on the air [Tuesday],
and after satisfying ourselves
thai this was true, decided to
print our story.” Co

On Feb.. 8, 1975, The Los An-

raise the submarin decided in-
dependently of each other that

geles Times ran. a page-one
article 'saying that the C.IA.

was involved in an effort to
salvage the sunken submarine.

Almost as soon as the ‘'story
hit the streets in Los- Angeles,
Mr. Thomas of The Times there
was visited by representatives
of the C.LA. attempting to get
the story “killed”—that is,
dropped from the paper.

Mr., Thomas agreed to take
the story of page one, but not
to kill it, so for the remaining
Times editions the report ran
on page 18. i

That article carried the gen-
eral idea of the salvage opera-
tion, but was wrong in its
deajls. Following its publication
on Feb. 8, The New York Times
investigated further. So did
other publications, and it was
after that date that the agency
held its briefings for the news
media, with the stipulation that
the story would not now be
published. :

The Anderson - disclosure,
however, meant that the vari-
ous stipulations were no longer
operative. However, Mr. Thomas
said that he decided to publish
only after he learned that The
New York Times had and that
he decided that Mr. Anderson
had not' given enough details
to warant The ' Los—Angeles
Times publishing yesterday. |

‘Benjamin Bradlee, executive
editor of The Washington Post,
said that his paper also de-
cided. that “in cases like this
you weigh one side of the scale,
which is responsibility to the
national interest, with the oth-
er side of the scale, which is
are you  being conned by a
Government agency?”’ -

“Is the agency just trying to

save itself embarrassment, and .
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) ‘ ' . - . ' . . ' United Press Innaﬂona
The barge that was designed to take part in the salvage barge was built to be sunk, towed and then retrieved.
operation of the Soviet submarine shown under construc- | This capability ‘was built in to help hide the salvaged
tion in Redwood- City, Calif,, il_: November, 1972, The sub!_narine‘ from possible detection by Soviet satellitgs.

the national interest is not
really in the balance,” he asked.
; : “We decide on ad individual
B basis; we decided to hold the
story, not to kill it.”

fAll Over Town’

Mr. Bradlee said, however,!
that The Post prepared its ar-
ticle “because it began to look
increasingly like the story was
getting all over town, and we
3 would need it.” -
R He said The Post missed the
b firs edition because it waited
to hear whether Mr. Apderson’
was in fact-going to “disclose
the substance of the mattet on
: the air.

i .. At Time magazine Murray
Gart, chief of correpsondents,
said thatt he magazine received
a call from Mr. Colby last
week., “He said ‘this was a
matter of high national secu-
rity’ and would we hold the
story on the same basis that
other members of the media
had decided to holg it,” he re-

ported. - )
“We decided on his request
to hold it, only until somebody
else -broke it,”. Mr. Gart said.
He added that Time did not
: have a policy about alleged na-
o tional sécurity information and
: that it, - too, considered éach
such case, on .its -merits. ;

Man?leads Women’'s §::hool

COLUMBIA, Mo. (AP)—Dr.
Arland .Christ-Janer, a man,
will be the new president of
Stephens College, an all-wom-
en’s school here. The 52-year-
old Mr. Christ-Janer, president
of New Céllege in Sarasota,
Fla., wiil. assume  the post in
July. = :
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Secret Indictment :
In Hughes Break-In
Reported on Coasl

Special to The New York Times
LOS ANGELES, March 18—A
county grand jury investigating
the burglary of Howard
Hughes’s headquarters here in
1974 returned a secret indict--
ment Tuesday, sources close to
the investigation reported. -
The indictment was returned
before Superior Court Judge
William L. Ritzi after the grand
jury concluded its five-week in-
quiry, the sources said. .
It was believed that only one
person was indicted but his
identity and the nature of the
charge could not be learned.”
The bizarre safeoracking, in
which a four-man team togk
the billionaire’s confidential
files, has been under investiga-
tion by the grand jury since
Feb. 13 under tight security. .
The burglars, who looted the
Hughes headquarters in a pre-
dawn burglary last June 5 that
lasted four hours, unsuccess-
fully attempted to extort. $i-
million from Mr. Hughes's
Summa Corporation for the re-
turn of the files, according to
a Hughes security agent. .
Law enforcement officials,
wha declined to be identified,
say that the stolen files con-
tained documents relating to a
covert relationship between the
Central Intelligence Agency and
the Summa Corporation, Mr.
Hughes’s chief holding com-
pany. The New York Times has
learned that the relationship in-
volved a project to recover a
sunken Soviet submarine and
that -the project was partly
successful. . .
The Times reported on March
14 gt};a.t gocrglmentg st,alken- c;'-n tlhe
‘|Hughes burglary disclosed rela-
|tions betweexaxryth! CIA. and
+|Mr. Hughes’s Summa Corpora-
:|tion.. On Feb. 8, The Los An-
geles Times reported on the
C.I.A.-Summa contract to raise
"|the submarine and said that
-|“confidential files on the opera-
:ition are believed to have been
,Jamong the documents stolen”
in the burglary.
The Hughes organization re-
fused to buy back the purloined
files, sources -within the organi-
zation assert, on the ground -
that the burglars would prob-
lably photocopy the files before
returning them and seek to ex-
tort additional money. i
The New York Times learn
last month that a Canoga Park
automobile salesman, Donald
R. Woolbright, said that he had
access to the stolen’ files and
sought help in selling them to
a  publication outside ° the
United States. Mr. Woolbright,
who .had an extensive police
record for burglary arrests,
sold his home in Canoga Park
last Oct. 29 and disappeared
with his wife and son..
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SOVIET IS SILENT
0N SUB SALVAGING

Ministry Declines Comment
—No Reports in Media

By JAMES F. CLARITY
Special to The New York Times

MOSCOW, March 19--The
Foreign Ministry declined to
comment today on the report
that part of a Soviet submarine
had been recovered from the
Pacific Ocean by an American
diving unit. ) ‘ :
Responding to a request for
comment, a ministry spokes-
man gave no indication  whe-
ther the lack of comment was
to be temporary or whether
it meant that the Soviet
Government had’ decided to
react with permanent silence,
as it often does fn sensitive
situations.

There was' no mention of
the report today in the Soviet

press, on radio or on television.
It was assumed by Western
diplomats, however, ‘that the
Kremlin leadersiip, including
Leonid 1. Brezhnzv, the Com-
munist party leader, were,
aware of the report. Mr. Brez-|
hnev has been in Budapest in
recent days attending the con-
gress of the Hungarian Commu-
nist party.’ ' .

It is believed that the Soviet
Union néver publicly acknow-
ledged that it had lost a subma-
rine in the Pacific in 1968.
This is in keeping with general
Soviet policy that tends to re-
press publication of news about
disasters and accidents, espe-
cially if they involve defense
forces or equipment.

Sometimes, however, reports
and rumors spread so wildly
in the capital that the Govern.
ment permits dissemination of
tightly censored reports with
a minimum of details. Reports
reaching on foreign broadcasts
add to pressure on the Govern-
ment to confirm or deny stories
likely to interest Soviet citiz-
ens. .
The report of the recovery
of part of the Soviet submarine
last summer appeared tp pre-
sent the Government. with a
particularly complicated deci-
sion on publicity. This is be-
cause the situation involves not
only an admission that Soviet
military ' personnel were lost.
There is ‘also the involvement
of the ' Central Intelligence
Agency, a favorite Soviet pro-
paganda target, and the over-

all question of the effect the
submarnine report might have
on relations with Washington.




