INVESTIGATORS TERM G.0.P. SPYING
A WIDESPREAD ATTEMPT TO INSURE
- WEAK DEMOCRATIC NOMINEE IN 1972

—_—

TEAMS OF AGENTS

Drive Viewed as Way
fo Help McGovern
Get, Nomination

Shin_

By SEYMOUR M. HERSH

Special to The New York Times

WASHINGTON, May 2—Gov-
ernment investigators say they
now have evidence that Repub-
ilican sabotage and espionage
|efforts in the election cam-
'paign last year were far more
widespread than was previous-
ly known and were designed to
help Senator George McGovern
win the Democratic nomination
for President.

Republicans viewed Senator
McGovern, the eventual nom-
inee, as the weakest candidate
President Nixon could face, the
investigators said. They added
that there was no way of de-
termining how much over-all
impact the major Republican
intelligence effort, organized at
a cost not yet fully estimated,
thad upon the 1972 primaries.

The investigators said that
the espionage program, initially
authorized by H. R. Haldeman,
the White House chief of staff,
who resigned Monday, included
lat its peak three networks of
lagents controlled by the White
‘House and the Committee for
|the Re-election of the President.
' The Federal investigators
said they had confirmed that
at least some allegations about
Republican disruption voiced
last year by Democratic candi-
dates were substantially cor-
rect.

Muskie Camp Infiltrated
These sources said, there is

“ which they discussed plans to

now evidence that a Nixon
supporter was infiltrated into
the campaign offices of Senator
Edmund S. Muskie, Democrat
of Maine, in early 1972. Once
there, he intercepted a variety
of confidential documents that
were subsequently leaked to
the press.

The basic Republican strat-
egy was worked. out in early
1971, investigators said, when
Mr. Nixon was running behind
Senator Muskie in public
opinion polls. The Harris sur-
vey, for example, showed that
by early May, 1971, Mr. Muskie
had a 47-t0-39 per cent lead
over the President, an increase
|of 3 percentage points in three
‘months.

The investigators emphasized
that there is no evidence thus
ifar that Republican leaders had
{held a formal meeting at the
White House or elsewhere in
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defeat Senator Muskie so as to
_increase the chance of Senator
McGovern, a South Dakota
Democrat.
.“ “Nonetheless,” one source

said, “there was a definite
«~strategy worked out before the
election. They tried to make
“ sure that the Democrats nomi-
»nated their weakest candidate.”
«+In this context, the source
.-said, the bugging of the Demo-
- cratic National Committee head
“quarters in the Watergate com-
“plex here in June, 1972, was
““only a small part of the over-all
. effort.

« ..« “The Republicans had people
< in all of the campaigns,” one in-
~vestigator said, “but mnot at
« high levels. They had little
“people nobody would suspect.

. “They started playing trlqks

with the avowed goal of heavily
~influencing the nomination of
+the Democratic candidate,” he
~added.
“  Inquiry by Fraud Unit
Intelligence operations are

commonplace in political cam-

*paigns and usually include ef-|
.forts to collect all published in-
formation about an opponent
along with occasional efforts to
obtain advance copies of
speeches, travel schedules and
the like.

“The Justice Department’s
fraud unit is known to be in-
vestigating the Republican es-
pionage activities for possible
violations of Federal law.

The prime espionage target
‘throughout late 1971 and in
early 1972, investigators said,
was Mr. Muskie, whose cam-
paign was repeatedly jarred by
inexplicable incidents — such
as the disappearance of vital
polling dtea, the misrouting of
the candidate’s personal plane,
and the anonymous “Canuck”
letter in the New Hampshire
primary that accused Mr. Mus-
kie of casting ethnic slurs on|
French-Canadians. |

“We do have evidence that’
there was infiltration of the
Muskie campaign and that man)|
‘documents were stolen or pho-
tographed,” one investigator
said. !

Letter to Muskie Cited

- He specfically cited a private
‘staff letter to Senator Muskie
callin on him to stage hear-
ings on a proposed tax bill in!
California because it would got!
him “favorable publicity.”

The letter, the investgator,
said, was stolen by an‘espion-l
age agent and sent to an of-
ficial in the Republican re-
election  headquarters who
then sent it on to a Washing-
.ton columrtist. When a column
about the letter was -published
-afew days later, the source
isaid, an embarrassed Mr. Mus-
kie - canceled the proposed
hearing.

In a private meeting with a
‘group of Republican Congress-
:men a little more than a month
:ago, Mr. Haldeman was re-
‘ported ito have acknowledged b
Ihg personally responsible for
organizing a political intellig-
-2nce operation in 1972. He was
‘quoted as saying, however, that
ithe project had involved no il
sJegal activities. )

" +'The New York Times quoted
‘Goverment investigators today
as saying they had evidence
that Mr. Haldeman and John

LN .




D. Ehrlichman, wmr. ixoms
‘chief domestic adviser who also
-resigned Monday, along with
‘John N. Mitchell, former At-
torney General, conspired with
‘at least three other officials to
.arranged a cover-up story to
-Obstruct a Federal investigation
into the full ramifications of;
-the Watergate break-in. !
> Mr. Mitchell issued the fol-
lowing denial today: “A tory
-appearing in today's New York
.Times alleging that I conspired
*with H. R. Haldeman, John
Ehrlichman and John Dean!
«[the former White House coun-
gel] to obstruct justice in the
‘Watergate case is absolutely’
-false and without factual foun-
"dation.”
«>Mr. Ehrlichman and Mr.
‘Haldeman, meanwhile, were
-Scheduled to testify tomorrow
before the Federal grand jury
.inyestigating the Watergate
“preak-in and cover-up. Both
men have denied any wrong-
doing.

Investigators, cautioning that
their inquiry was far from com-
plete, provided the following
account of how the Reublican|
espionage and sabotage operat-|
ing developed: :

Officials around the Presi-
dent, believed to have been
led by Mr. Haldeman, began
to-become concerned about the
1972 elections in early 1971.
At some point, Mr. Haldeman
decided that a well-planned and
well-financed espionage cam-
paign was needed to insure the
nomination of the weakest Dem
ocrat candidate.

Funds Being Raised

By that time, Hebert W.
Kalmbach, Mf. Nixon’s personal
attorney, who was a chief cam-
‘paign fund-raiser, was begin-
ning to collect cash that would
later be set aside for the es-
pionage operation.

In June, 1971, when The New
York Times began publishing
the secret Pentagon papers on
the history of the Vietnam war,
a’ White House group, called
the “plumbers,” was assigned
to discover who had made the
papers available to the press.
E. Howard Hunt Jr. and G. Gor-
don Liddy, two leading mem-
hers of the eventual Watergate
tedm, were assigned to the
eperation.

* - Hunt, a former agent for the

Central Intelligence Agency, is
known to have begun research-
ing the background of potential
Democratic Presidential candi-
dates and recruiting a number
of former colleagues and asso-
ciates for his political opera-
tion while working with the
“plumbers,” so named because
their job was to stop leaks of
information. Hunt coordinated
his political activities with
Charles W. Colson, a White
House special counsel and its
chief political operative.

At the same time, Dwight L.
[Chapin, a Haldeman protégé
‘'who was then Mr. Nixon’s ap-
pointments secretary, got in
touch with Mr. Kalmbach to
jarrange for payments to Donald
{H. Segretti, a former college
|classmate who was recruited to
/direct the espionage operation.

Agents Organized

Over the next 10 months,
Mr. Segretti made more than
20 known contacts in his at-
tempt to recruit fellow inform-
ers and agents and established
a loosely organized network of
about 10 agents. Investigators
have determined that many of
those received substantial cash
payments from Mr, Kalmbach.
Others were apparently paid in
cash by Mr, Segretti.

By early 1972, both Liddy and
Hunt had been reassigned to
the Republican re-election com-
mittee, where they continued to
recruit fellow saboteurs, along
with a string of informers and
obstructionists who were assign
ed specific campaign targets,
investigators said. One key op-
eration was in Florida, where
Miami-based anti-Castroites be-
came involved in the state’s pri-
mary. '

" In early February, Hunt and
Liddy flew to Miami for a meet-
ing with Mr. Segretti that was
arranged by Gordon Strachan,
another Haldeman aide who
helped direct the Segretti op-

erations in the field.

- Two Groups Merged
Mr.  Haldeman, working
throuvgh Mr. Strachan and Mr.
Chapin, directly controlled the|
Segret_;ti operation until the
Miami meeting. Afterward, Hunt
and Liddy both began to direct
more of Mr. Segretti’s move-
ments, with Mr. Strachan re-
duced to a monitoring role.
_The merging of the Hunt-
Liddy operation with the Seg-
[Tetti-Kalmbach - Chapin group,
jeach with its separate inform-
|ers and agent provacateurs, was
|considered an important step,
/making the over-all operation
/more manageable, investigators

‘said.

As the campaign picked up
steam in 1972, hundreds of per-
sons were added to the re-elec-
tion committee staff and mas-
sive infiltration of other cam-
paigns began, using mostly the
young.

At least 30, and possibly 40,
paid informers wers recruited
by March by the re-electiol
campaign and were assigned to
various Democratic headquar-
ters and offices. Their basic
target initially was Senator
Muskie, but after his setbacks
in the early primaries the
youths were assigned to infil-
trate the campaigns of the
other Democrats believed to be,'
among the leading contenders
for the nomination — Senator
Hubert H. Humphrey of Min-
nesota and Henry M. Jackson
of'(,?1 Washington, investigators
said.

Aim Is Changed
The over-all goal of attacking

Senator Muskie was quickly re-
vised; instead the new aim
would be to do as much dam-
saage as possible to the other
leading candidates so as to im-|
|prove the position of Mr. Mec-
!Govern.

i The Times’s sources said the
|Republicans believed that their
‘blggest triumph came in the

Florida primary in March,
’which was won by Gov. George
|C. Wallace of Alabama.

_ A few days before the elec-
tion, a flyer was distributed
throughout the state on Muskie
stationery accusing both Sena-
|tor Humphrey and Senator
;’Jackson of illicit sexual activi
‘traced to the re-election effort,
the sourcas said, although that
aspect of the inquiry is still|
going on. |




