
A majority of House ethics committee members said yesterday they would oppoSe contempt of Congress action against CBS correspondent Daniel Schorr de-spite his refusal yesterday to. reveal his` source for the secret House CIA report last January. 
Six of the 12 members said they would'  oppose a motion, if niade, asking the 

House to cite Schorr for 
contempt. This meant that at best the motion would • lose on a tie vote. Anoth-
er member, Rep. Charles E. 
Bennett (D-Fla.), indicated 
he was leaning against vot-
ing contempt Other mem-
bers said they had not made ,up, their minds;  

The opposition of at least six members indicates' that 
the House would avoid a constitutional confrontation 
over thwright of ,a reporter to protect a confidential 
source. in the face of a con-gressional subpoena and de-
mand that the source be revealed. . 	• 

Ethics Panel 
Is 4Spposed to 
Citing Schorr 

By Richard L. Lyons 
Washington Post Staff Writer. 

Schorr's appearance prob-
ably was the final hearing of the six-month investiga-tion, which has cost $150,000. All that remains for the committee to do is write a report for the House, but the committee says-it needs V90,900 mult-:or-that:* '– 

Schorr had advised the ethics committee in ad-
vance that he would not reveal his source. But the 
committee — under orders 
from the House to investi-
gate the leak—felt obliged 
to ask the question of the 
one person who obviously knew the answer. Schorr • refused to answer this ques-tion and eight others, de-
spite warnings that refusal could subject him to con-tempt proceedings. 

The controversy began in January when the House in-
telligence committee voted to release its report over Ford administration objec-
tions that it, contain ed secret information that 
should not be made public. 
The House overruled the committee and forbade re- 

See ETHICS, A28, Col. 3  

future sources for many future re-porters." 
It is an article of faith with report-ers not to reveal confidential sources, said Schorr. "To say I refuse to do it is not quite saying it right. I cannot .do it," he told the committee. 
Schorr said he believed he was pro-tected by the free press guarantees of the First-Amendment in his refusal to reveal his source. But he agreed that some information must be kept secret in the interest of national security and said he would not publish infor-mation that he believed would jeop-ardize national security. 
At an earlier ethics committee hear-ing, Rep. James V. Stanton (D-Ohio), who served on the intelligence com-mittee, testified that Schorr told him he had obtained his'copy of the report from the CIA—which had obtained one for reproducing from Rep. Les Aspire (D-Wis.). 
Schorr testified yesterday that he had named his source to only two per-sons—his wife and his lawyer, Joseph A. Califano Jr., both of whom have le- 
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lease of the report until information the administrationobjected to was de-leted. 

. A few days later portions of the report were published by The Village Voice, a NeW York weekly. Schorr, a CBS correspondent who covered the intelligence investigation, ad-mitted, he made the report available to the Village Voice. The House, in an angry reaction, ordered its' ethics committee to investigate "circum-stances surrounding publication" of the report. 
From the start there was a division in the committeei as to the extent of its jurisdiction. Some members felt it should limit the inquiry to House members and staff. Others felt Schorr must be questioned. Some House members wanted to punish him for being a conduit for releasing. classified information. 

- Schorr told the committee yester-day that he couldn't reveal his source because to do so would "dry up many 



gal privilege against being forced to 
testify as to what Schorr told them. 

Yesterday Schoor talked freely 
about other topics. He said that after 

,„„the House ordered the report held 
back, "he•*aid to get his copy pub-
lished as a paperback book. He said 
his reading of it convinced him it con-
tained no vital secrets but told a story 
of improper government actions the 
Public should know about. 

But his intermediary, NeW York 
lawyer Peter Tufo, found no takers, 
Schorr said, because publishers-viere 
nervous about anti-CIA material after 
the "secrecy backlash" following the 
murder of CIA station chief Richard 
Welch in Greece a few weeks earlier. 
Schorr said Clay S. Felker, ptiblisher 
of The Village Voice and NeW York 
magazine, was the , only publisher 
who showed interest. 

Schoor said he had wanted any pro-
ceeds that a publisher might pay for 
the report to go to the Reporters' 
Committee for Freedom of the Press. 
But as it turned out, no money 
changed hands, he testified yesterday. 

Schorr, who has been suspended 
from his -CBS news ;duties,. told the 
committee the House has:. a right to 
police itself. But when the House 
chases reporters and demands to 
know their sources "you cross a 'der.-1  
cate line between your legitinto% 
function and our legitimate function," 
he said. 

Members who said they Would vote 
aginst any attempt to cite Schorr for 
contempt for, -refusing to 'reveal his 
source were DernocratailtielvW.Prige 
(III ), F Edwerd . Herbed 	arid .w...___  
Thomas S. Foley (Wash.), and Republi-
cans Albert. Quie (Minn.), Donald J. 
Mitchell (N.Y.) and Thad Cochran 
(Miss.). 

For Schoor to be cited for con- 
tempt of Congress, the ethics commit-
tee by majority vote would have to ap-
prove a resolution of contempt and 
send it to the House for a vote. 

If' the House approved it, the jus-
tice Department would be asked to 
carry it out. The maximum penalty on 
each count would be a year• in prison 
and a $1,000 fine. 


