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Hearing Report

Otepka WI‘OTElg, Dismissal Up 1o Rusk

By LESLIE H. WHITTEN

Hearst Headline Service

WASHINGTON — A State
Department hearing officer
has found Otto Ofepka was
wrong in turning over classi-
fied documents to a Senate
comimittee and has left the
question of dismissal up to
Secretary Dean Rusk.

Otepka, removed from his
job as chief security evalua-
for for the department in
1963, has been on pay in a
less sensiive section of the
Sfale Department. He is
fighting his case at present
within the department and
the hearing olficer’s ruling
marked a crucial stage.

“My intent has alwayvs
been to take the case all the
way to the courts if neces-
sary to get justice,” said
Olepka in a telephone inter-
view.

The ruling, dated Dec. 5,
was signed by Hearing Offi-
cer Edward A, Dragon, an
Agency for International De-|
velopment lawyer named to!
hear the case. Dragon re-
fused even to verity thal he

Jhad made a ruling and the

State Department press of-
fice would say only that he
had ruled and that Rusk now
had the matter under consid-
eration.

But a copy of the 28-page
ruling was obtained by the
specialized periodical, “The
Government Employes Tx-
change,” and turned over tfo
Hearst Newspapers. In it,
Dragon savs:

3 DOCUMINTS

“I find that {he appelant
(Otepka) delivered the twao
menmoranda and investiga-
tive report 1o a person out-
side of the Department of
State without authority and
in violation of (a) presiden-
tial directive . . . this action
is conduct unhecoming an of-
ticer of the Department of
State.”

Otepka, who was kept in
his 820,485 pay grade pending
final resolution of the case,
went to the State Department
in 1953. He was fired from
his job in 1963 alter he gave
the three documents o 1 G.
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‘Sourwine, counsel for the

Senate Internal Security Sub-
committee — all dealt with
employee security practices
at the State Department,

The subcommittee saw red
and discovered that Otepka’s
waste basket had heen rifled
and his telephone bugged by
State Department sleuths. At
least two State Department
oflicials lied under oath dur-
ing the hearings of the sub-
committee on treatment of
Mepka — and what began as
a simple case of whether
Otepka had a right to turn
over the documents soon be-
came a snarled up question
of State Department credibil-
ity.

ON THREE COUNTS

Otepka, in his appeals
against the dismissal {from
his jobh, charged that in the
first place he had a duty to
turn over the documents to
the committee, in the second
place the State Department
had conspired against him
and in the third place the
comportment of some State
Department official was such
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that threre were no rational |
rules for judging conduct un-
becoming an officer.

But Dragon’s ruling was
against Otepka on all three
counts. :

“I find no extenuating cir-|-
cumstances which would mit-
igate the delivery of the two
memoranda and investiga-
tive report outside the de-
partment.” it said.

The Otepka [lrmg — par-
ticularty Stale Department |
(handling of the appeal — has
been the target of mucly acri-
mony by conservative con-
gressmen and senators.

The State Department, aft-
er claiming that the release
of the hearing ofticer's ruling
was “improper,” declined all
comment on the case. Otep-
ka, meanwhile, continues to
labor in a cubbyhole to which
he is relegated. doing
make-work jobs while Rusk
considers his case. 1 Rusk
rules adverselv. too, Otekpa
can continue his appeal o
the Civil Service Commission
and the courts.




