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“—Egil Krogh, the former

preSIde‘ritlal aide who ~ di-
rected | the White . House
plumbers ? pleaded inno-
cent to"a burglary and con-
spu‘acy indictment hete to-
day and-defended his=own

role <in“the Ellsberg buw—
lary as, “fully auth(,;rlzed‘
and lawful.”

Aft his analﬂnment the
young ‘]kaws er told 1ep01tels
“I have some real regrets over!
what has taken place in-terms
of injuring innocent persons.

“But T'also felt it is right to
say that at the time in 1971
when this job was presented
to'me as something of extraor-
dinary.. national importance,
that what I undertook was
fully authorized and Iawful o
he said.

Thatiposed the question of
who in the White House au-
thoriz%d the 1971 break-in, but
Krogh declined to answer any
quesg;gns and said that fur-
ther ‘development of his
“national security” ' defense
should be reserved ‘for his
trial.”

Kr ogh is the firstlof four de-
fendants to appear. here and
surrender voluntarily in .an-
swer to an indictment handed

down by, the Los Angeles'

Cou ty grand jury on the at-
temgt to steal medical records
from fhe 7g;f%(_;e.‘of Dr.. Lew1s J.

The other defendants, in-
cluding Krogh’s former , boss
at the White HousemJohn D.
Eh:chchman, are exgected to
; appear in the next few days.

| were DaV1d

gativé unit known "populally
as the plumbels and“G. Gor-

. in the Waterﬁ te burglary.

;;che indictment

3 s  lists . 16 “overt
acts” which involve the four
defendants in .the accusa,tmn
of consp1raey to commit bur-
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glary. Krogh is accused sepa-
rately of solicitation to com-'
mit a burglary. Ehrlichman is
accused separately of perjury,
based on his denial before: the
grand Jury here that he had

y brown hair and
glasses, seeme

unemplovﬂ ¢ since
when he !resigned as
secretary of transportation,
justias the public first learned
abq’ﬂt the Ellsberg break-in.

ﬁ% the meantime, he said,
“Liye been trying to get my

; thoughts down on paper, fry.

ing to help Steve (Shillman,
higilawyer) as much as;I can.
I'm thinking about trying to
do some writing.” But not

-|about Watergate, he said.

A deputy district dtforney,

don Liddy, already convieted

ead?”
[0t guilty,” Krogh said

with 'ut any evident emotion.

QOutside in the corndor he
elabo&'ated on his own view of
the iburglary,’ dehve;'mg a
careful statement befgre the
telev,lsmn cameras wit out the
benefit of notes. s

“I feel now that the de01s10n
thatiwas made in 1971 to go
forward with the covert opera-
tion' was a mistake,” he said,
“and I felt that it was a mis-
take imhmediately thereaiter
when the details of 1ts execu-
tmn were presented to me.”
However he said the ques-
tlon of legahty raises““some
very profound constltutlondl

telligence operations done in

tional security. The issues will
be developed at' his tnal he
said.;
Krogh did not elaborate but
a similar line of argum was
> by Ehrlichmaniat the
Watergate i "%éanngs
he. sai jxhe ihherent
of the President to de-
fend the nation could be con-

like-the one involving . Ells-
Ilberg’s pqvchlatnst

the hallway press

the Los Angeles she
fice, where Krogh was
on the charge, He was then re-
leased on: his own 0gn
zance, requiring no bails His| |
next appearance in court was| :
‘set for Sept. 20, but the Judf'e ;
‘said Krogh will not ha
appear at pretrial hear] dl
which are purely procedur

because of the great’ exr;r;nse
of flying back and forthiirom
his home in Washington.'!

| Ebrlichman, who is expected

jury on June 8, one of fou ap
pearances he made.

§hen Trott, read the gen-|

arge to K1 ogh al}d then |’
asked; “Mr. Krogh, as to the
charges brought aga;net ‘you

grand jury, howgdo you| i

issues” surrounding covert in-|’

{the name of defending na-|,

Ehrh@man was. asked:
you in &ny way or fashior ‘gp

-advance?”

in?” Ehrlichman rephed

ént and
atement,
Krogh and his lawyer 1.v’;ent ‘to

After his arraign

{'s) of-
hooked |

recpgni-

gs,
al

KC.
The perjury charge agamst

According to the 1nd1ctmem
“Had

actmty

proved that ;

“Do you mean this bre

‘The prosecutor said he did::
‘Ehrlichman said, “No, sir. a9
“Had you in any way or
fashion authorized that activ-
ity in advance?”
Ehrlichman: “No.” :
Then he was asked: “Did
Krogh tell you at any time,
prior te the Labor Day week-
end’of 1971, that consideration
was being gwen to obtaining
information from Dr. Ells-
berg’s psychiatric file?”
Ehrlichman: “No.”
“Did Mr., Young tell you

' ete
about his advance

of the Elisherg brea
denijed there that h -any
ce knowledge that.a bur-

p glany was going to be commit-
'ted, but he acknowledged that
he had initialed ‘his app;:oval
to an Aug, 11, 1971, mentoran-
dum from Yound descrabmg a

the medical records.

kno
hand.

EhrHchman well:

Istrued to permit a break-in

Watergate

“covert operatlpn” “to. obtain

TheyLos Angeles grand jury
150" asked Ehrlichman
e would have per-
bhte’ break-in if he had
1 aboit the plan before-‘,‘

“I den’t belleve $0, 1no,” he

answered,

At the Senate hearings, he -

argued’ that the burglary could
be justified on the grounds of .
national security even though
he did not authorize it. i

T.he indictment cited his -

June testimony hete and tHen
com{;@é ided “that “in truth and

act’ the defendant John ’
#/said

testlmony was false and un- |
true.” -
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Egil Krogh heads for arraig‘ilment in Los Angeles. -



