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‘The State- Department ac-

knowlédged "yesterday' that *:
at’ White House - “request”
three of its employees were .
. given lie detector tésts by -
- the' Central Intplligence *

Agency in 1971 in an lnvesti-.,

gation of a news leak., ..

.Instructions to follow that
procedure were transmitted
to the' State Department by
‘Egil Krogh Jr., director of
the - Sepcial
Unit in the White' House
known as the “plumbers.”
Krogh was then an assistant
to President Nixon's chief
domestic adviser, John D
Ehrlichman. -

Until yesterday, there was
no “official- ‘admission that
"the CIA was brought into
State to ¢onduct the lie de-
tector tests in July, 1971, or
that the “plumbers” pro-

_..posed the process. Secretary

“of State Willilam™ P. Rogers’
on Sept. 3, 1971, acknowl-
edged that the investigation
had taken place, but™ de-
clined to discuss
“investigative techniques.”

President Nixon said yes-

terday that the “plumbers” .

unit ‘“operated under ex-
tremely tight security
rules.”

.. The disclosure yesterday

on the use of lie detectors
was the second in two weeks
involving the Krogh group
and State. State earlier ac-
knowledged that in Septem-
ber, 1971, on White House

authority, it supplied 240~

classified cables to E. How-

ard Hunt Jr who Worked An;

Investigations

" about the “plumbers.” - -

. the “plumbers" unit. . Hunt

laﬂlng to “find what “he’
‘'sought’ in*-'the cables, ‘re-*

cently admitted he forged

two cables tieing,the late

President 'Kennedy. to the .
*" assassination of South Viet- -

namese President Ngo Dlnh
‘Diem in 1963.

In each affair, State De-
partment ofﬂclals sald yes-
terday, they were complying
with official requests from
the White. House without
any awareness of subse-
quent irregular or illegal ac-
tion by members of the
“plumbers” group.

In 1971, when the use of
lie detectors was first re-
ported at State, officials
there concealed the involve-
ment of the CIA and told

‘newsmen the polygraph, or

lie detector, tests were ad-
ministered by the FBI. When

the  late..J...Edgar - Hoover; -

director of the FBI, attacked
The Washington Post for re-

porting that, State Depart-

ment officlals maintained'
their silence about the CIA
involvement.

Many State officials said
yesterday that they them-

‘selves were unaware of the

CIA role until a recent in-
quiry provoked by persistent
questions from newsmen

Initially, officials  recalled
yesterday, there was a gov-
ernment-wide “uproar” over
the disclosure in a New York
Times

.them.”

story __by.. William ...
“Beecher on July 22, 1971 of
a U.S. negotiating posltlon in’

the strateglc arms limltation

talks‘ (SALT) before it was " polygraph employees of other
‘presented.ﬂto the. Soviet‘,,
Union in' s‘ecret talks.
- Beecher, paradoxlcally, re-

cently became a deputy press

.spokesman’ at' the Detense

Depmment R~
‘ State omcials ~gald yes-

’terday that' their -investiga-
. tion of the 1971 “leak” pro- -

duced the names of three

. officials who had talked with -
Beecher in that general peri-

od. The names were su
plied to the White House, -

State spokesman John F. .

King sald yesterday that as
a result, “the White House
asked that three of our peo-
ple and pne Department of
Defense .employée- - undergo -
polygraphing and sald that
the CIA would do the poly-
graphing. The department
concurred with the White
House request on the under-
standing that the people con-
cerned agreed voluntarﬂy.
This they did.”

The degree of voluntarism
involved in such a situation
is open to question, news-
men noted. The spokesman
insisted, nevertheless, that
it was Secretary Rogers po-
sition that “if they decided
not to take the test it would
not be considered against

King sald the Central In-
temgence Agency “provided
the (polygraph) technicians
to work under the direction
of, oux: security office” be-
cause “it was apparently the
pohcy of the director of the

. said King.

“the . suspected State em-
P~ . ployées “demonstrated their

_FBI not tb allorw the FBI tor

govefnment ‘agencies.”
-State’ “had no pély graph

equipment or the capabllity

to’ use .such equlpm_ent,"

The :spokesman’ recalled |
that Secretary Rogers, on |
Sept. 3, 1971—wlthout even

directly- condedlng th¢ use
of lie-detectors-— s that

fnnocence to our satisfac--
tlon.” King declined to name
the ‘officials involved, but
said,
sitions of responsibllity- in
the Department.” The three

‘cleaned officials are said to

be members of State's po-
litical-military  affairs bu-
reau,

Officlals sa[d White House
instructions to sue the lic
detectors were transmitted
by telephone from Krogh
to G. Marvin Gentile, de-
puty assistant secretary of
state'for security, and Gen-
tile: passed on the request .
to Willlam B. Macomber,
then deputy under secretary
for management. .

The Central Intelligence
Agency, through a spokes-

. man, said yesterday that it
---supplied - polygraph opera- -

tors to State on “instruc-
tions from the White House.”

There was no intrusion of
the CIA into domestic af-
fairg in this case, a CIA
spokesman said.

Use of CIA technicians,

“They still occupy po- .

the spokesman'’ said, wi
“consisaent with the Dirc;
tor of CIA’s statutory r,
sponsibility for protectis
intelligence sources ar
methods from unauthorizu
disclosures.” ‘

There is therefore no cog
flict, the CIA snokesm.-,
said, with the prohibition |
the National Security A
of 1047 which bars 1
CIA from engaging in Df[
lice or “internal sccurin}'
functions” in the Unlt(‘
States for that reason. Al
“the operators provided l‘
the agency,” the spokesmu‘
said, “were detailed to tl
State Department and we!

“under the direction, contri

anfi authority of the Dcparf
men’s Office of Security!



