1A Reportedly Asked F.B.1.
Not to ‘Question 2 on Watergate

. NYTtmes

WASHINGTON, May 31—
' Central Intelligence Agency of-
ficials asked the Federal Bureau!
of Investigation last June not!
to interview two C.I.A. employ-'
es in connection with the Wa-
tergate case for fear that they
would be exposed, Justice De-
partment sources said today.

However, the sources labeled
as incorrect a report in today’s
Chicago Tribune that the!two
individuals named by the C.LA.
were Kenneth H. Dah]berg a
Minnesota industrialist and Re-
publican party fund- ralser,E and
Manuel Ogarrio; a Mexico City
lawyer. ;

Both Mr. Dahlberg and Mr.
Ogarrio, who the sources) said
had no C.L.A. connections, pro-
vided money to President; Nix-
on’s re-election campaign that
was later used to finance|the
Watergate bugging effort. |

Mr. Dahlberg’s contrlbutlon
was a $25,000 check that was
eventually deposited in a Flor-
ida bank account controlled by

. Bernard L. Barker, one of(the
¢ five who pleaded guﬂty in g:on—
nection with the bugging.

Mr. Ogarrio served as a
"laundly” for $89,000 in cam-
paign funds collected by |Re-
publican fund-raisers in Texas
The money was passed throuvhb
his Mexico City bank account,
so that there source would not
be recorded and then converted
into four checks, which were
delivered to the Nixon cam-
paign headquarters here, They,
too, eventually ended up| in
Barker’s bank account. i

Gray Sought Data ||
. Barker later returned about
$112,000 in cash to the Fmance‘
Committee to Re-elect the Pres-'
‘ident, money that Federal in-
vestigators have said was put

* into a large cash fund used in

part to finance the illegal wire-
tapping operartxon ) 1
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The two C.LA. employes who
the intelligence agency asked
the F.B.IL not to disturb are re-

" ferred to, but not named, in an

internal F.BI memorandum
written last March. The docu-i
‘ment ‘was ‘prepared after L. Pat-
rick Gray 3d, the bureaw’s for-
mer acting director, asked for a
check on whether F.B.I agents
Watergate were
prevented from pursuing. any
leads in the case.

A copy of the memorandum
obtained by The New York
Times states that a survey of
FB.I. agents supervising the
Watergate dnvestigation . had
determined that “in all in-
stances the answer was an un-
equlvocal no,” except for the
C.I.AJs request that its two
agents not be interviewed.
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