On Tng lers

By- Robert Albright

Washingion Post Btaff Writer .
“The State -and’ Justice De-
u-t.men Iaid down & new set

o . interference
With  the zights' of Amencnns
traveling:abroad.’” -

‘The revised procedures,
lprompited by the controversial
case of Harvard Professor H.
‘Stuart: Hughes, were ‘disclosed
in’ 8 Senate speech by Sen, Ed-
ward M, Kennedy (D-Mass.) .

Kennedy read a letter. from
Secr.etnry .of :State Dean:Rusk;
outlining the new.Justice-State
Department - “guidelines”  de-
signed to. restrict reparting by:
U.S: embassies. on activities ot
Americans traveling abroad.

The -Massachusetts Senator
whose  inquiries helped spark:
‘the review, told the Senate:.
“It'is clear to me that the|
procedures that created” the
Hughes and similar cases wm
no ‘longer be followed.”

In"a news briefing following
Kennedy’s release of the Rusk
letter, State Department
spokesman. . Marshall Wright,
pretty much confirmed’ the
Senator’s appraisal. -

" Wright said the revised poli-
cles assure that in the future
there ‘will . be_no "unewluated
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