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;lommended in their report a
.lgenerdl tightening of regula-

|Procedure and the Subcommit-
‘tee on Constitutional Rights
"\ that he learned of the reported
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By NICHOLAS

WASHINGTON, Feb. 16 —
Former Attorney General Elliot
L. Richardson told a Senate
hearing that he believed- the
Federal Bureau of Investigation
had wiretapped at least one
member of Congress and pos-
'sibly two Congressional aides
before the Nixon years, accord-
ing to-a report issued today by
the two Senate subcommittees
that conducted joint hearings
last year.

The testimony, which re-
ceived little public attention at
the time, was cited by the sub-
committees’ - report in_ its call
for 'stronger Congressional con-
trol of electronic surveillance.

Mr. Richardson told a, joint
meeting of the Subcommittee
on Administrative Practice and

incidents when the White House
asked him in early 1973 to find
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istrations had become involved;
in the wiretapping and bugging.
of Congressmen. A survey con-i
ducted by the F.BI. at Mr.
Richardson’s request apparently’
confirmed these earlier inci-.

dents, he said.

The
conducted wiretaps of 13 Gov-
ernment officials and - four
newsmen between 1969 and
1971.

Mr. Richardson’s testimony
marked the first time a Justice
Department official had said

He made his statement in re-
sponse to a question by Sena-
tor Edward M. Kennedy of
Massachusetts, chairman of one

subcommittee. He said he could
Congressman _inyolved “of the

names’ of ‘the: aides.. Senator

out whether previous Admin-

Continued on Page 19, Column 2

under oath that he believed a |
Congressman had been tapped. |

of the Administrative Practice|

not remember the name of the|

|
Nixon Administration

Continued From Page 1, Col. 6

Edmund S. Muskie, Democrat
of Maine, was chairman of the
Constitutional nghts subcom-
mittee.

The two  subcommittees,
which held six days of hear-
ings last April and May, rec-

tions on national security wire-
tapping and bugging. Electron-
ic surveillance conducted on
the ground of national security
does not require a court order,
as does wiretapping and bug-

ging in criminal cases.

of- the two
called for better Congressional
oversight and a centralization
jof the activity in the F.B.I for
better- control.

barring - other agencies from
conducting these types of wire-
taps. At this juncture, several
agencies are known to conduct
electronic surveillance on na-
tional security grounds, includ-
ing the Central .
Agency and military intelligence
units.

The main recommendations
subcommittees

The report recommended

Intelligence

‘volved.”

“Wiretapping for purposes of|:
military security or national de-
fense should be explicity re-
stricted to the F.B.L, with crim-
inal penalties for other gov-
ernment. employees or agents
engaging in such act1v1t1es,” the
report said.

1t also recommended that the
Government carefully review
the usefulness of national secu-
rity intrusions in the light of
their effect on civil liberties, in-
vasion of privacy questions and
the  “foreign policy risks -in-




