To Pentagon,
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While the military allegedly was snooping on the
White- House in 1970 and 1971, the White House
receiving some sensitive information on Penta
ties: without the knowledge, .of {
decording to reliablersources. ‘

“It was a two-way street,” says one well-placed in-|.
|withdrawal " policy,

| where; there-.are:. known; to
| haversbeens Amportant dlffer-

of secret White House doc-
uments from briefcases and
“burn bags” by a Navy yeo-|
map acting either on his own
or under orders, the other

operation 1nvolved a high-
level information-passingt.ar-

rangement set up by:the|

‘White House, Involving the’
President’s national security
affairs adviser, Henry A. Kis-
singer, now Secretary of State,
and the chairman of-
Joint Chiefs .of Staff, Adm
Thomas H. Moorer.

Though the civilian Secre-
tary of Defense is the mmedi-
ate. superior' to the joint
chiefs, there technically is a
provision under law for ‘@ di-
rect channel,
circumstances, between : the
chiefs and the President or his
national security adviser. . *

The manner in whichthis
“chanmel” was occasiomaily
used during the period after
Moorer ‘became chairman’in
July,21970, is known to have
upset then Defense Secretdry
Melvin R. Laird and his fop
deputy, David Packard, when
they hecame aware of it.

Some studies made under
Lai#ds orders by the joiiit
chiefs were forwarded to Kis-
singer, accordlng to reliable
sources,’’ hefore Laird - had
madeé any'" decisions about
what amaterial to_ .send to the
White House. '

Both Laird and Packard, %t
certain meetings with the Kis-
singerrun National Securify |
Council, becatne aware that

Klssmger was working from|.

Pentagon material-sometimes

involving their own activities|:
—that neither of the two top |

Pentagon civilians had pro-
vided.

Prindarily,the materlal in-
volved Pentagon civilian and

thte House

iore  ‘hand,

ithe |

under certain

fiR..3

és

an area

ences between Lairdyzen the
and - the:» White
House and military hlerarchy
en the other. -

« Similarly, material to the
NSC was ‘passing through the
White House liaison office
maintained by the joint chiefs
beyond the levels which infor-
mants say Laird was.aware of.

The former Defense Secre-

\' tary is known to have :strongly

favored closing that - office
even before it was shut'by the
White House after it-‘was fin-

gered in December, 1971, as

the ‘center for both the m111-
tary snooping and leaks to col-
umnist Jack Anderson® ~

The arrangement - with
Moorer said to have been ini-

military views on Vietnam
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tlated by K1ssmger, . appar-
ently put the admiral in an
awkard position since Laird{
was 'his. boss, but there-wasi
this “other channel " as Laird
has alluded to it, /through
which the White House could
legally call on Moorer di-
rectly, .

It has been acknowledged
that the phone of Laird’s mili-
tary aide, Gen. Robert E. Pur-
sley, was tapped for more than
a year: But investigators:say.
the précise reason why and: by
whom this was done remams
unclear.

They speculate that Pursley,
who also at one time worked
for Defense Secretary Robert
S. McNamara now head of the

“World Bank, was suspecte-d in

some quarters of the White
Housp f still passing informa-
tionigto McNamara. Sources
‘there was, in general, a
suspicion’ within thé White

"House that much of the career [

Civil Service staff'was, in fact,
retaining. its” fie§ oy former
Democratic administrations.

The Senate Armed Services
Commniittee has been investi-
gating the allegations of mili-
tary snooping on 'the White
'House.

In testimony taken behind
closed doors Feb. 20 and 21,
but being released today, there
is also an allusion to some out-
of-the-ordinary passing of in-
formation from the Pentagon
to the White House.

Navy Yeoman Ilc Charles E.
Radford, who worked in the
Jomt chiefs’ liaison office and
is a central figure in the al-
leged? spying activities, told
how he distributed messages
to the NSC “that I guess the
admiral [his immediate bosses,
Adms. Robert O. Welander and
Rembrandt C. Robinson]- felt
would ot get normal digk
tion.” o
~ “I-neyer told the D
the Joint Chiefs of Staff’that
we were giving mformz;tlon to

the Natmnal Security Council,

either, on these memaos . . .
this was done as far as I'know
without their knowledge, ex-|
cept the; ;admiral’s.”

Radford as yeoman, would
have no access directly to the
joint chiefs, and the job of
that office was to facilitate the
authorized flow of informa-
tion. But the Senate question-

ers did hot pursue this pomf*

to clarify it.

“Radford told how he typed
“eyes only” on information re-
ceived from the Pentagon
without such a de51gnat10n and
then passed it on to. a com-
mander Howe who worked as
an aide ‘to Kissinger’s deputy,
Gen. Alexander M. Haig Jr.
Such a technique would limit
distribution within the NSC of
documents passed from the
military heirarchy.

The testimony of Radford
and Welander released today,
if anything, further sharpens
the contradictions betweén the

|two men on whether Radford’s,

snooping “activiies -were = di-
Técted by ‘higher-up, It also
raises still more questions
about Moorer’s awareness of
what was going on, and
whether the secret White
House “plumbers” unit had
misled Kissinger on the extent
of the milary snooping.

Though Radford acknow1~
edges “delivering” perhaps 150
documents to the liaison office
after his trip with Kissinger to
,Vietnam anl China in July,
1971, Radford says he never
|got a copy of Kissinger’s ver-
batim notes of his first conver-
sation with Chou En-la®

Radford says there was only
ione copy of the two-page
|memeo and that he only saw
|the first few paragraphs and
made notes on it.

In prevmus testimony,. KlS-
smger said ‘that among - the
documents he was “informed”

with” Di; Kissinger,” was an
appraisal of the military situ-
ation in- Vietnam which “was
more optimistic by a good bit
than-what we had been getting
from our military commanders
in the field.”

Both Welander and Moorer

usiy testified that|
le: attentlon ‘to
‘had sent back
or its origins because it told
them  little that they didn’t
already know. In hindsight,
both have conceded they
should have been more alert.

1

" the possibility that the extent|

by the plumbers investlgatmg
group were taken from. his
briefcase and eventually

passed on to Moorer was a
verbatim account of the Chou
conversation.

This was some of the most
explosive = testimony of the
hearing since such a document
would have been top secret.

Radford’s testimony raises

of what went on was over-
stated to Kissinger by the
plumbers group.

Welander has charged that
former White House aide John
D. Ehrlichman—who was in
overall cliarge of the plumbers
—tried to get Welander to
sign a confession about “the
wildest possible, totally false
charges of political spying on|,
the White House.” '
" There has been an undercur-
rent of concern over Ehrlich-
man’s precise role in this epi-
sode, mentioned privately by
several: senators, but thus far
he is not scheduled as a wit-
ness.

Theré is a suspicion that
in the intense intra-Whiték
House struggle for power dur-
ing the 1970—71 era — when
the utmost secrecy was also
invoked on sensitive policy
changes with Vietnam, the
Soviet’ Union and Ching —
Ehrlichman or others may
have been seeking to gain lev-
erage” on Kissinger, Moorer
and others.

In tellling the committee
who' the visitors to his White
House office were, and ex-
plammg that his admu"alJboss
had instructed him never to
divulge their names, Radford
mentioned only government
employees with the exception
of “the president of Grum-
man Enterprises or Incorpo-
rated or something.”
Grumman is a major Navy
contractor, builder of the new
and controversial F-14 fighter.
Grunmman’s former presi-
dent is L. J. Evans, who died
a few years ago. Evans’ long-
time lawyer and the executor
of his estaty is Charles W.
Colson, former White House
special coun§e1 now under|
indictment in the Watergate
affair.. |

Though Welander claims
the only thing he ever asked
Radford to bring back for
him on trips to Asia with Haig
and Kissinger ‘were “two ce-
ramic elephants,” ‘the admiral}
acknowledged that a report
Radford brought back did at-|,
tract his attention.

That report was written by
a ‘¢ivilian staff member of
Kissinger’s and was not meant
67 the joint chiefs. A copy
of it was retrieved from a
burn bag by Radford.

The report, which Welander |
brought.te.Moorer’s ‘attention
as ‘“something: Radford
brought back from the ftrip




