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“to. the: a.gerfcy by

Tames W McCord Jr.a mem-'

ber of the. tean_ ,t:};a_t br_qke__ into|i;
Democratic. party -headquarters;,
at: the Watergate comnlex,

‘to: th

ux‘d:f suupce‘_a.
tice Departmen
communication
Watergate: i~

The McCOrd etters' sent be-1:

Mr Osborne saxd tlha;t the Fed-
eral Bureau ot‘ Invee.ngatron

' who had- lmowl‘edge“»that John
D Ehrhuhmgn then the chlef.

fween: July 29,:1972, and earIy» i

January,. 1873,
agercy -that.- officials . of
Committee for the Re-Election
-of the President were planning
to conténd "that the break-in
was a C.ILA. operation. ™ <
In.one of the letters, Mr. Mc+

““warned “the[
the|y

Watergate, =% SR

" Mr. Helms' and: other high-
level C.LA; officials repeatedly
stressed in their public. state-

Continued on Page 40, Columu 3 |

‘ments-that their actmr'is"fevard-;

Verse pubhcny and- to" prevent

formation about the agency’s

{kriown. The panel eventually|
coricluded that the agency hadj.

Continted From Page 1, Col. .24

ing Watergate weré not illegal, |
but Iemumah. steps to protect
the- agency from -possible ad-.
theleak of highly classified in-

operatxonal procedures.

LMt Osborne tesuﬁed'before ,
the House subcommittee that

he had told Mr Helms he felt
“yery strongly” that the first
McCord letter should be turned
over fo the F.B.L
Lawrence Houston, the general:
counsel to the CIA testxﬁed,

'that he.had advised. Mr.. Helms!

that. the agency had no legal
"eaponSbehty to do so. i

. Ebrlichman Link - & }

The “three United States At-.
‘torneys -who- originally prose-:
cuted the case for the Justice:
Department did not learn of thef
Ehrlichman link to the C.LA.
for five months. They also were
not told of the McCord. letters
to the. C.LA. until May, 1973..

“The- House subcommitee be-|

gan“hearings in the spring of
19737 shortly' after’ C.LA. in-
volvement . with the White
House . “plumbers”  becamel|

been misued by the Nixon Ad-}
ministration.

The testimony was declassx-
fied late last year, without;
public announcement, by Rep-
resentative Lucien N. Nedzi of}
Michigan, the subcommittee
chairman. ‘

Mr. -Helms told the Repre-{
sentatives that “everybody was

instructed . to help with thej
F.B.I. investigation in the agen-|
cy, aud every lead was checked

All the records were gonej
t}"rOL"h and all the things were
pursue ed.”

_ Mr. Helms was not dlrectly
asked about Mr. Osborne’s alle-
gatinng, hut Willlam E. Colby,
the: Mr. Helm’'s deputy and
now Director of Central Intel-
ligence, repeatedly told the sub-

| formation:/'to.-the. F.B.L .was|

However, ;-

- former.;:
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commxttee “that.~.thei agencv st
failure: to’ provide all known in-

based “on. its.concern “that. it
would  somehaw be involved in
the Wa_teLgate case and- there
was quite a {ot of publicity and
pi_buc information in ‘the press|
; I think the concern’ [was
_gabout Jleaks to the press.” :
Mr. Helms, who headed’ the
C.L.A. from 1966 to 1973.and is
now Ambassador to Iramn, could
not. be reached for comment. A
State Department aide said he
was traveling and would not re-<
’turn to his post in Tehran, from
!which he has been on leaVe un-,
t11 Iater this month. > 2 E:
deespreaa Pattem

Mr ‘ Osborne’s - -testimony’
about the initial: high-level!
C.I.A. reaction to- W? tergate;

was part of what a New York:
Times inquiry has shown to be;
a more- widespread pattern of;
C.I.A. noncooperation than pre-
viously . known; - The" inqui-ry,
which.included interviews with
Federal - investigators
andam analysis ‘of . published
C.I.A. Watergate testimony and
documents, was begun. shortly
after the pubhshed alleva‘aona
last December of C.IA domes-
tic spying. -

No evidence was found link-
iing the.C.L.A. to advance knowl-
edge of the Watergate break-
in, but the testimony and doc-
luments indicate that the intel-
‘ligence = agency followed the
course it did in part because of
a fear that some of its domastic) -
cover firms as well as its 1971
domestic activities on behalf of
the White House would be un-
covered.

The C.ILA, is currently facing
intensive investigations by
House and Senate comumittees
stemming from its admitted in-
volvement in- “questionable”;
domestic spying activities. Im:
addition, an eight-member com:
mission set up by President
Ford and headed by Vice Pres-
ident Rockefeller is in ifs sec-
ond month of hearings into
the domestic spying allegations.
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Among the key new findings
of the inquiry were. the follow=
ing: ; S

A - number “Tof high-level
C.LA. " officials, "including - Mr.
Helms and Mr. Colby, were 1n-
formed on June 19, 1972 —twa
days after the break-in —that a
transcript of an-internal C.LA.
tape recording. showed that Mr.
‘Ehrlichman- had authorized the]
jagency in 1971 to.begin its-sup-
iport, activities aon’'behalf of Mr.
Hunt, who was then'a member
of the' White  House:: security
force known as the “plumbers,”
‘then investigating.:Dr.i:Daniel
‘Fllsberg. The transcript- was
{discussed at- a-CLA. meeting
lthat day. R

gMr. McCord had served as'a
member of the. C.EAls counter-
intelligence. branch since -1952
and was involved with: prevent:
ing the penetration of the agen-
cy by .agentsfro ’
Union.: Mri McCord:.y wo
ing for“the agency'stoffice: of
security in 1967-68 -when, ac-

into . radicali; groups in the;
Washington ~area:
violation of :thesC.

ties. At least four:former, high-
Jevel C.I.A.-counter-intelligence

cording to Senate testimony last}’
momth,- it infiltrated::10;agentsy)

pparent; -
C.L A chartert -~ |
barring:it from domestic activiz -

|officials have resigned since the
'first published " allegations.” off
C.LA. domestic activities... .=

gNone of the high-level C.LAY
officials, ~including: Mr: Colby
informed. Federal’ authorities. of

forts in June, 1972,/to involve|
them in the successful attermpt
to limit the initial E.B.L-Water-|

that they had. been .asked: to
provide bail funds-for ‘the ori-
ginal, Watergate .defendants.

fNone of the high-level C.LA
officials’ involved:in. the initial

deliberations.. after Watergate;
"informed Jameg: R. Schlesingez;;

who reptaced Mr. Helms as.Di-

February, 1973,.0f the extent of!
the agency’s domestic activities
on behalf of the White House in
1971, Mr. Schlesinger - learned
of Mr. Hunt’s .plumbers’ role;
from a C.ILA. liaison officer in
early May, 1873.7 i o wr
Questions Left Open =

The inquiry. also. lef: open
questions about'.the objectivity
and thoroughness of the-initial
inquiry. by - the House: Intel:

lizence supcommittee. Irv its re-
P on its hearings, published
Oar. 23, 1973, the subcommittee

1ot note; for example, that
Jelms ordered-Mr. Osborne:
to turn over ‘the McCord
£s T E

" CIA. also did not. in-

in July, 1972, it had re-

ceived confidantial informaticn|’

rector of Central Inielligence imi

*he repeated: White House  ef=

gate inquiry. The’ officials also!
did not - immediately~ disclose

‘m the - Justice Department|.

on the Watergate break-in from

/’v"}f )i

Robert F.'Bennett, the president
of Robert Ri.-Mullen and Com-
pany, a Washington-based pub-
lic’ relations firm that provided
“cover”. for.-C.LA. employes
overseas - and”:had . hired -Mr;
Hunt afte This retirement from
the'agency in 1971. ./ i
According-to- a-report pub-
lished., last. *year~ by Senator
Howard H.:.Baker:Jr., Repub-
lican: of Tennessee, the C.LLAC
paid ‘half of ;Mr. Bennett’s. at-
torney fees stemming from hisj
grand jury appearance after th
Watergate: break-in... N
.+ In"a_recent’interview,’ Sey:
mour Glanzer, one’ of .the ori~
ginal . Watergate - prosecutors
‘who retired:last year after serv-

Glanzer. said,
isp’t aware of.what
has: done.:The" who

. ‘Amazed’ by Conduct
24T frankly was amazed.by the
conduct.and * the ‘mentality .1
found in the CI.A. Anyone who'
believes in.candor must appear-
to be quite haive to them. And
frankly,-I"must: have.appeared
to be naive to thera: ¥4
- The most critical . C.IAL fail-
ure, Mr.: Glanzer said, ‘was the
agency’s- decision not to  pro-|
duce the six lettérs sent by, Mr:
{McCord after being served with
ia Justice Department subpoenas
‘compelling:‘the ‘agency to -pro-;
.duce “all ‘communications’™ 1
lating to Watergate. <
[ “The McCord contacts would
have beer “vital,””: Mr:~ Glanzer:
‘said, Because Earl J. Silbert; the:
‘principal -United States Attor=i
ney investigating. Waterga
“had “selected McCord as:+#

who had information and might
be made willing to talk.”” = .=
" “The letters were an-indica-
tion that thére was some. way.
'of reaching:the man;?"the. I
mer prosecutor said. .+ 7 o7
© Mr.McCord, who had’ earlier]
rebuffed- an -attempt to begin|
plea - bargaining, . .repeatedly]
Jwarned the C.LA. in the letters
! that attempts would be made.to
place the blams for Watergata
on the agency. A%

|- Upon learning ‘in May, 1373
'of the McCord letters,” Mr.
Glanzer, said, the prosecutors
told one high-level C.LA. offi-|
lcial—not Mr. Helms—that he
‘was a potential target of a:
grand jury, investigation. ~The:
official resigned within “daysy;
|Mr. Glanzersaid.,. - 2o s o

K CSR RERTroN, P

Esh'guldI be turned over to. the
5 : €+ - ‘Federal Burea iga-~
weak link——the only: persom| ¢ Ny BEEHL, OF JBvestiga

" ‘Houston decided that there was

W7 Cox Takes Over
At -about the same time;
however, “Mr. Silbert.and Mr:
Glanzer were succeeded-in the
" Wagergate investigation first by
Archibald Cox, the Watergate
‘spacial * prosecutor, - and" the
C.LA. actions did not become a
public issue. 0L LT b
©In Mr. McCord’s first letter
to-the CIA. which was sent
to -the “office -of Mr. Helms six
weeks - after Watergate, Paul

O’Brien,  an’ attorney:-for the| -

Nixon: -re-election  committes,
was quoted as having said that
committee officials-had initially:
informed him that the break-in
was a CIA. operation. ... i

“He says he did not know:
otherwise,” Mr-McCord’s letter:
said, “until’ one of the defend-
ants told ‘him the facts and he
says he blew up .over it - i
- The letter said- that®there]
would Be an attempt to depict,
the: Watergate break-in. as- a
C.LA. operation and suggested
that the Watergate. prosecutors

rial:to the press.”: . A
Mr. McCord closed the letter;

_withi the following statement,

“which;~ given. his = extensive
knowledge - of ¢ counterintel-,
ligence operations, may have
led" 'to varying: interpretationsi
inside the agency: i A o

“The fact remains that I have;
Tved in Washington ‘'since 1942

and know certain things about| -
the District of Columbia. from!.

firsthand kmowledge, hayi

lived there in the. past, that 1
wanted you to be aware of.”

/" The letter- initially -was dis-!
‘missed as crank mail, Mr. ‘Os-
\borne told the House subcom-
imittes in May, 1973,.but was
subsequently identified. through.
Mr.. McCord’s. handwriting.  Mr.!
.Osborne then recounted the fol-
lowing events: «woocovpn o due
"L showed the letter to Mr
Helms: I tcld him that I felt
very. strongly that. the letter

tion, Mr. Helms, after some re-
flection, decidad. that he would
like' to have legal opinion on
the-matter and summoned Mr,
Lawrence . Houston, = general
counsel of the agency, to his of-
fice and had him read ‘the let-
terni gaian 3 :
o' ‘Legal Obligation’
‘“After he had f{inished read-
ing the letter, the ensuing dis-
cussien, to the best of my recol-
- lection, centered about whether
the.agency had.any legal obli-!

gation to forward the letier 1o

the Justice Department or the
Federal Bureau of Investiga-
tion. : e ks
.“Both- Mr. -Helms ‘and "Mr.

‘no-such obligation, and I was
told to take no further acticn
-onit. Mr. Helms instructed me

'were-leaking anti-agency mate-}

‘lasked  about his request that

.ing, however, that when: Mr.

to restrict knowledge of the eX-
istence of .the letter to an abso-
lute - minimum . “number .~ of
people.” _ ‘ o

When Mr. McCord’s subse-
quent letters were received at
home by a C.IA. employe’ in
late December, 1972, and early
January, - 1973,. - they . were!
brought to Mr. Osborne, wha,!
as he’ told the subcommittee,!
was authorized by Mr: Helms;
gt.O-‘fHE"thE'Tn..f;."‘:. , s ey et
{:The.letters .were turned over|
to the Watergate prosecutors in
‘May, 1973, after “Mr.". Schlesin-
ger ordered all'C.LA. employes
to :come forward’- with -any
evidence or information in coi-
nection with the ‘White House
plumbers = or - other;- domestic
CILA. involvement.. @ &+ "m0
.. Mr. Osborre acknowledged to

‘the: committee that he had beenf

troubled by Mr. Helms’s order
not.to forward the McCord let-
ters.i i : i

# “We had been working very}
closely with the F.B.L,” he tes-|-
" tified. “I- have -always. givenj
thém -everything. T have never|

‘held anything from them.

. “He Was My Boss’

Mr. Schlesinger.” - e,

A review -of the published
testimony indicates that Mr.
Helms - was never - specifically

the McCord letters not be for-
warded. = -~ el
- Mr. Houston, however, was
questioned by the House sub-
committee about his counsel to
‘Mr. Helms after receipt of the
initial McCord letter in August,
1972, He defended. his action by
noting that he had been’ in-

volved' in .many cases wherej

persons .. under  indictment
‘threatened or hinted at a C.LA.
involvement. g ;

“..In the’case -of the McCord
letter; he added, he.considered
it to be a 'similar warning or
threat that there “might be an
‘actual attempt: to involve he
agency- in the defense of those
arrested:- in the Watergate in-
cident.” R :

.- Since the. C.L.A. had no prior
involvement in the Watergate;
break -in, Mr. + Houston &' ex-
plained, and since any threat of
bluff was best countered, in his

fore advised the Director of
Central Intelligence . that. we
'had no legal tesponsibility to
‘pass the letter on to any other
‘authorities and that we would|
rwork with the- United States
‘Attorneys when the defense ac-
tually made a foraval"attempt to
involve the agency-at the trial
The Directoragreed.”” -

Mr. . Houston. . subsequently

acknowledged under question-

|

L LAt the time I don’t think If
really agreed with it [the deci-f
'sion; to withhold .the letters]. |
But, you know, I -worked for{
Mr: Helms, he was. my boss. It
would do the same thing with}

i

opinion, by ignoring it, ““I there-| "




tJ

‘Sitbert and Mr.. Glanzer' re-
Iquested the C.IA. 10 supply. in-
mrmat ion in October in antici-
tion of a C.I.A. defense at the
W aLeraate trial, the agency still
Wi hqeid the letters.
Nedzi Interrogates
Then there was the following}
exhange with T{epresentatwe
\,dz‘
NEDZT: Isn t this- really |
suppressing evidence? X
HOUSTON: Ng,: sir, 1 did
not consider 1t ev1denco at

all.

NEDZIL: It was not evidence
of agency involvement, but it
was certainly - inforrnation’
that could very -well: have

a ccmplete investigation, and:

cation goes- beyond 1Lst de-
mndnn tself.
| Mr. Osborne also testified
thag he was ordered by Mr.
Felms not to.inquire into Mr.
Hunt's links to domesmc C.LA.
:'.CUVIUE‘S in 1971.. -
ter meg 3>sxg*1 o nnd,
out Wha\, possible” involvement,
if any, the C.LA. had had in the

Watergate break-in—an assign-{

ment he received . from  Mr.

Hezlms on the evening after the|

break-in—Mr. Osborne recalled
being  approached by a young,
C.L.A, officer, Mr. Wagner.

Mr. Wagner had served in
1971 as an aide to Gen. Robert
E. Cushman Jr., the C.LLA. Dep-
uty Director at the time. and
the *ecipient «of *Mr.- Ehrlich-
man’s request- for ag ncy help
}Dx Mr. Hunt.

Mr. Wagner Iea.med ata stah
meeting that Mr. Osborne had
been assigned to the investiga-
tlon, Mr. Osborne said, a.nd
“called me and said -he had
something he wanted-to-tell me
but he had to check with the
ulratar first. . The - Director

called me on the tehepnme that
*mme day and said,"You forget
‘about that. I will handle that.

ter

¥ou take care of the rest of it

“I was specifically excluded”
from knowledgs of the C.IA.

involvement in the. Ellsberg
burgl ay, “and I am dellahted 1
was.”

Mr. Colby. -told. a Senate

heen useful to the conduct of |

I think that the agency’s obli-=|

‘Armed  Services © Committee
hearing in July, 1973, then con-,
>1derma his nommaucn to be
LA, leeCLOL that

> ,Pnﬂt of a .)'uly 7, 1871, Hunt
Cushman conversation — in
which Mr. Efrlichman’s role
was mentionad—was discussed
at a high-level agency mesting

on June 19, 1972, :
Fact Not Relayed
However, Mr, Colby
en the C.LA. Iormaily in-
rmed the F.B.I thres weeks
later that it had supplied faise
documentation .. an other,

a frmf

2y

said,

mzterials to Mr. Hont and G
Gorden Liddy, another Water-

jgate defendant, it did not relay:
the fact that Mr.. Ehrlichmaa
had: been involved with Mr.
Hunt one year before Water-
gate.

Instead, the Senate testraon"
|showed the C.IA. said only
‘Lhat the matecials had been
'supplied to- Mr. Hunt in re-
sponse to a “duly authorued
extra-agency request.” .

At one point during the Sen-
ate hearings, Mr. Colby told;
Senator Edward M. Kennedy,
Democrat  of .- Massachusetts,
that the information was not|
supplied because “it was not all"
that important who made the/
phone call  from the - White,
House ‘to  General. Cushman
jabout this littla’ one asswtemca
for Mr. Hunt.” ~ -
-. Mr. Ehrlichman’s name- was:
provided to the Justice Depart-:
ment on-Nov. 27, 1972 in re-
sponse to:ra: specific quesuon'
iffrom Mr. Silbert. - In a " later:
memo about that meetmv Mr..
‘Colby. wrote . that . he “had.
danced around the foom sever-!

al times for 10 minutes to try to:

avoid becorni.ncr specxflu on

this.” "
Mr., Co]bv further disclesed

-during the Senate hearings that!|
Mr. Hel ms
has issued an order requesting

on June 28, 1972,
that the F.B.1 not interview Mr.
Wagner and another C.I.A. offi-
cial who also knew of soms
C.IA. aid to Mr. Hunt in 1971. -

At thegm*e Mr. Helms justi-
fied ‘the order, according to the
Senate temmony, ..on the
ground ' that the F.B.I. should!
“desist from-expanding this in-
vestigation - into other areas
which. .may, eventLaHy, Tun
afoul. of our operatmas ;

%A Lot of Leaks’

In hm July, 1973, testimony:
before the. Senate  Watergate
committee, Mr. Helms referred
to that order, teiling the Sena-
tors that “‘there was starting to
bs a lot_of leaks out of the
F.B.L for the first time on mats
ters. of this kind.” Mr. Helms
later had this exchange with
David M. Dorsen, an assistant:
chief counsel on the comrnittee:

DORSEN:  And to your.!
knowledge, was any relative |
ltlmormatlon withheld by the !

{'C.LA.. to the F.B.L and Jus-
- tice _Department, information :
. that you were aware of while
the events were taki ng plac°
in June, July or August of .
19727 . .

HELMS: Sir, I do not be-:
lizve so. Does the record:
show that there was any- .
thing of this kind? :

DORoE\I No. I am not:
suggesting that at all. T am |
just asking for your knowl-
edge, I have no- knowledge
to the contrary. i

HELMS: Well, “I do not!
either, but I Just want to be °
sure that my recollections
tracked with the facts.

not told the Justice Department

In his earlier testimony be-
fore the House subcommittes,
though, Mr. Helms said he had
prevented the F.BI from in-
terviewing Mr. Wagner, thm'
he did not mention by name,;
because he had not wanted.in-|
formation about Mr. Hunt's
involvement with Mullen and;
Company, the public relations
firm, “from being spread all
throuvh the Govvmmym, that

iWe had people under cover :

ithere.”
However, no evidance was:
preaented in any other. hearing,

[suggesting that Mr. Waaner if;
'questlomd by the F.B.I, would
‘have .-discussed - anythmv but
,Mr Hunt's reliance on the
|C.LAY in 1971 in - comnection
twith his White House p'umoe;s
|work. ;

] Furthermore, ‘CILA. docu—i
iments published last year by
'the House Judiciary Commit-
tee's.: impeachment - inquiry

showed that information about}
the secret use of Mullen and]
Company was suppie by thej:

C.IA, to the F.B.I. on June 21,

1972, four days after the Wa-

tergate burglary.
Colby Testilies
- During testimony before the
House and Senate in 1973, Mr.
Colby, who had been placed by
Mr. Helms in over-all charge of
the - C.LAs hand!mg of fthe
Watergate inquiry shortly afier
the break-in, made a number of
apparently contrad‘ctory state-
ments.
During the House I'ltelhaema
subcommittes hearings in M:/,
1973, Mr. Colby was asked way
the C.LA. had not
iresponsive in providing infor-
‘mation to the F.B.I, He again

aoency had decided to “handle
as
was subject to misunderstand-
ing in an oral fashion rnr‘wr
than it a written fashion.”

Yet, Mr, Nedzi, in discussing
the meeting between the C.ILA.
and the Watergate prosecutors
in October, 13872, asked Mr.
Colby. whether he thought the
Justice. Department. had been
made “completely aware of all

the facts that you h-ad, is. that
right?”’
Mr. ‘Colby responded, ‘yes,

they were totally in to«rmad v

director of the agency.

Committee in -July,
Colby
of tne

the year before to get the C.L.A.
to provide bail funds
Watergate . .defendants, .
about other .contacts, but had|

1973, Mr.
said that he had know

during the October mesting.
‘Edge of Propriety’
Asked why, Mr. Colby said he

been more}
cited C.LA, concern over pos-i
sible press leaks and said the}

uch of the material that|

Mr, Colby was the 1executwaf
I subsequent testimony be-|
fare the Senate Armed Services}
e White House a‘temp:;g

for thet
andp

had not considered the ‘Whm

House’s contacts to be potentlal
wrongdoing. ‘

“Thelr requests’ were, © it
propriety,” he said,
C.1.A. responsibility ‘was -

the facts. and act within
proper author‘tj,, and the C 1. A
did that.”

ing around the efforts of Mr.
Ehrlichman - and "H. ‘R Halde-
man, then the White:"Hbouse
chief’ of "staff,. to get the C.IA.
to a*tempt to halt the F.B.L in-
quiry -into Water'*atﬂ that-Jed
to President Nixon's reawnatxon
last August. A~ White. House
tape recordmv showed that Mr.
Nixon had dxrecLed hig aides to
attempt to 11volve the C I A m
the cover-up. %

While suppor*ma the actzons
taken - by Mr.

Armed Services. Committee that

the basic -decisions, involving|
C.I.A: policy had been made by :

Mr. Helms. = .
“The- basic . phxlosophy of
keeping-the C.L.A. out of the
misunderstanding of being in-
volved 'and consequently han-
dling the material through the:
top Tevel of the F.B.L and the
Justice - Department [and not
through F.B.L field agents a*md
United" States A"tomeys] wa
a decision in which I shared, -
Nr. Colby testifisd, “It was ob-
viously - Mr. Helm’s - decision
because he was in charge.”

whg is now Secretary. of De-

Mr. Helms and other high-level
.C.I.A. officials about t‘le extent
of. the. agency’s . involvement
with Mr. Hunt and the Whlte
House plumbers was made ex

plicit in a statement pubhshed
last July by the House Judiciary
\,omnnttees 1mpe3chﬂent in-

‘q o Schlesinger Tom

! In the document, a C.LA. of-
ificial'who was serving in a liai-
|son position at the White House
lin May, 1973, recalled how he
‘apparently was. the first to in-
'form Mr. Schlesinger about the
CILA’s involvement in the

preparation of a psychological}

profile on Dr.
other matters. :

“He seemed surprsed and
unaware of any such link,” the
unidentified C.I.A. official said.
“I was sure that someone had
complled the facts about the
agency’s = involverent with
Hunt and the Watergate and
that it should be available
somewhers in the agency if he
had not already s een it.

“He seemed disma}/ed and
bewildered that something like|
this could have happened and|{

Ellsberg and

that he did not know a’nout it.” f
On May 9, 1873, a few days

seemed to me, on the edze off
“and the}
tO;
hold itself very specifically toy
its

It was those al,hor:,, Tev oIv- .

Helms in-thef
months after . Watergate, Mr.|
Colby . "also- told - the :Senatej

The fact that Mr. Schlesinger, |

fense, had not been. briefed by|

e ,-:::r.“_.

after the dbCUSbIO‘n.Vﬂth theli



C.1.A. liaison official, Mr. Schles-]!
inger issued-his order ~calling

i upon all C.LA. employes to prot)
iduce any evidence of dom=s‘* .
wrongdeing. : ;

It was this request;. rehablu
sources say, that not ouly Jed |
to tha discovery of the McCor
jletters and ~more  Watergate!
inks, but also produced “thai
lev ‘idence  of other . domestics
c».wmes——sucn as the infiltra-

icn of C.LA. undercover- agema
m«.u dissident groups and the
accumulation of files-onimore
than 10,000 American citizens
who were opposed to ‘the Viet-
narm war—ithat are being ‘inyes-
‘tigated by the - Senate.the
tras

x—Im.: e and the Ford Admini
t\‘Jll. ” - ';A ¢ it
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