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Reprlsal Cuts Against MIT

By Thomas O’Toole

Washmzton Post Staff Writer

The White House considered
cutting off alkfederal research
funds to the Massachusetts in-
stitute of Technology as a po--
litical reprlsa‘l against its peo-
ple and pohmes

The reprisals were consid-
ered in:October of 1971 and
April of 1972, but were never
acted upon at least partly be-.
cause of a total lack of sup-
port fm,gn the-federal agencies
fundigg the research, -heated
oppos?tlon to the 1dea fron,
the Pe',ntagon or a combination

i

.of political reprisal
MIT was discussed in

hite House memoranda

published in yesterday’s issue
of Science magazine, editorial
arm. of the ,Amerlcan Associa-
tion for; the Advancement of
Science. The first Jmemo was
sent from’ former White House
aide Jon" Huntsman to then

‘presidential assistants George

P. Shultz, Henry A. Kissinger
and John D. Ehrlichman. The
second went from Ehrlichman
to President Nixon.

Science quotes the April,
1972, memo from Ehrhchman
to- the Pres1dent in part as
followss:. 1
“You should g1ve guldance on
these speclflcs

ol out the DOD Depart-
ment of "Defense) laser  pro-
gram (40 million dollars) QOr-

der no further fundmg of non-
defense programs ag of June

.30, 1972 (31 million dollars)

Cancel non-defense contracts
now ($31 million less cancella—
tion penalties).”

Ehrlichman is also reported
as writing:

“The $31 million (non de-
fense funds) is fair game and
will be identified by contract
number 1mmed1ate1y The best
method is to order no further
fundlng, rather than cancella-
tion, to avoid - -penalty claims
and 1aWsu1ts Such an order
would actually stop funds as
of June 30 (71 days- \él@m
now) ” o

| iTh resp(fnse ‘to the *Sc1ence

See MIT, A4, Col. 7

| antidefense bias.”

‘|onetime science adviser to the

-| personal® attack L)

not, issue a denial

had been written.;
#The Huntsman Bis!

labeled “confidentia

pohtlcal reprisal agamsﬁé IIT.
ralsed by Pres1dent Nixi s

secretary at the time.

“Upon reading the a
article which appeared
Wall Street Journal O 1
12, 1971 (about the AB /
bate and the scier
community),” the Hunt;
memo reads, “it was req \
that you report on the |
ress that has been mads
the President’s directive, of a
year ago to cut back on MM i
subsidy in view of Wlesners

.The Wiesner referred ' to by
Huntsman is Dr. Jerome +B.
Wiesner, president of MIT. and |

late President Kenr“ledyv Who
led academic opposition toyde-

velopment of the antiba]li ”S‘uc
missile. Wiesner argue y
licly that the ABM. wc
even work.

Science . specul@t
reprlsals against . N

whose name appeared onzthe !

White House “enemies list” re-|
leased by former White House |

[der aird, “and we
jour v{/brk done.”

counsel John W.. Dean, III. |

Wiesner has Iong been 1dent1- [
fied as a close friend ‘ofitha |

Kennedy family and ‘has
served as adviser to the late
Sen. Robert- F. Kennedy and |
Sen. Edward 1. Kennedy. )

‘Other sources said that
White House reprisals mlcht
have been directed 4aga1nst
MIT for more reasons than
Wiesner. These sources said
the White House was disen-
chanted with MIT because of
their active student protests, !
their. faculty attacks on the Vi.:
etnam war and their ‘agree-|
ment to rid“MIT of the Draper
i Laboratory over its weapons
research.

“There were a lot of pamed
expressions over at the "White !
_Hoti$e over why the Pentagor.
was dealing with MIT,” one
source recalled. “The; Wh1te
House was truly funmis when
MIT decided tosispin off thef
‘| Draper Zf_.aho,tza.tm*yR wback inj
1969.” .. . AR
sources said
:saw the ..memos|.
[ e, they all

source said he felt certain:
;formér Defense  See
'Melvm Laird was ins
ftal in'killing the idea.

“There’s a lot of s
‘at MIT ” said this sot
held}va ‘i‘llgh Per.zt
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