ITT’s Experts Cont}adiét
F B! on Analysis of Memo
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The International Tele-
phone and Telegraph Corp.
said yesterday that two docu-
ment experts have con¢luded
that the controversial memo-
randum attributed to ITT lob-
byist Dita D. Beard was writ-
ten much later than suggested
by the FBIL

But columnist Jack Ander
son, who first published the
memo, made public a lie detec-
tor test showing that his asso-
ciate, Brit Hume, told the truth
when he reported that Mrs,
Beard acknowledged writing
the disputed memo.

The memo—produced by

Anderson in supporf. of his
charges linking a Justice De-
partment ouf-of-court settle-
ment of an ITT antitrust case
to the huge firm’s contribution
to the GOP National Conven-
tion—bears a June 25, 1971,
date.

On Friday, the FBI advised
the Senate Judiciary Commit-
tee, which is investigating the
Anderson charges:

“On the basis of the chemi-
cal tests possible within the
time available, the typewriting
ink on [the Beard memo] ap-
pears substantially similar in
composition to the typewriting
ink appearing on all submitted
comparison decuments bear-

ing dates June 28, 1871, and
earlier.”

TTT issued a statement say-
ing the findings of two experts|
hired by the firm come to a|-
different conclusion, and that
“the so-called Beard memoran- |
dum reported by columnist
Jack Anderson was not typed
on June 25, 1971, but probably
as late as January, 1972 or
after.”

ITT identified the experts
as Mrs. Pearl Tytell of New
York and Walter C. McCrone
of Chicago.

“Both Dr. McCrone and
Mrs. Tytell are convinced that
the Anderson memorandum
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was typed on a date later than
the date appearing on ‘the doc-
ument,” the company md.
The FBI said it had no com
ment on the ITT statement."
The company said the’ g'x-

.| June 25, 1971, Anderson mem- "

perts made “microscopie, ul-
traviolet | fluoresence - and
highly- sophjsticated ‘micro-
chemical analyses of ‘both the{
orandum and teat sample mem-
oranda known to have been’
typed on Mrs. Beard’s. type-:

‘writer between June, 1971, and

February, 1972, mcludmg an-
other document_typed on June
25, 1071." %

. Neither McCrone nor Mrs.
Tytel could be reached yester-
day to elaborate on their fmd—
ings. W%

‘Hume was asked by poly-
graph expert Lloyd B. Furr of
McLean, Va., if Mrs. Beard
confirmed to him that she had
written the disputed memo.
Hume answered, “Yes.”

He was also asked, “Did
Mrs. Beard ever at any time
tell you the memo was a for-
gery?” His answer: “No.”

Hume answered “yes” when
asked if he went over the
memo in detail with Mrs,
Beard during a second meet-
ing at her home.

On the basis of, these and
other questions, Furr said, “It
is the opinion of this exam-
iner; this subject, Mr. Hume,
answered the questions truth-

{fully and satisfactorily ‘passed

the examination’.”



