Inquiry Hears Businessmen in Government
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Chief among the subcom-
mittee’s concerns are whether
executives are put in govern-
ment positions where they can
benefit their private employers}
and whether the program has
been subverted by political in-
fluence. i

‘Another  witness  today,
Robert S. Smith, 'the first direc-
tor of the program,, said that
Frederic V. Malek, a Nixon
Administration ' official, had
asked him “how we were going
to get good Republicans in the
program.” Mr. Smith, now di-
rector of personnel and training
for the Justice Department,
said he had told Mr. Malek
that “we weren’t, that the pro-
gram was nonpartisan.” .

According to Mr. Smith, Mr.
Malek, "who was the Deputy
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Mr. Malek later became de-
jputy director of the Office of
Management and Budget. He
left the government last year.

" 'Was Asked for Names*

Mr. McCullen told the sub-
committee that he had been
asked: by John E. Clarke, a
staff assistant to the President,
for;the names of potential ad-
vance men for the Nixon cam-
paign. He said that at a meeting
of ¢he business executives—all
then .working for and being
paid by the Federal Govern-
ment—he asked all the execu-

tives.”

Apparently none of the busi-
nessmen whom Mr. McCullen

men for the campaign.

Representative John Krebs,
Democrat of California, said
he Was disturbed by Mr. McCul-
len’s attitude. ‘

Don’t you see the problem,”
he asked, “in recruiting people
‘while they are in government
service—asking them to parti-

lactivity?”

“I did that primarily,” he
explained, “because this was
a group of fine, hard-working,
good - looking young execu-

nominated became advance

jCipate in what is prohably the

“As I look at it,” Mr., McCul-

problem.”

He finally said that if he
were still director of'the ex-
change program and knew that
persons like Mr. Krebs were
upset by the activity, he.would
have to reconsider his:position.
He repeatedly made the point
that he did not regard wha
he had done as “recruiting.”
He argued that he had acted

only “as a source,”

' Subcommittee members
asked Mr. McCullen about three
gxecutives whom they saw as
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