2 Senators Ditfer on Scope of Probe
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The mystery surrounding
the White House special inves-
tigation unit known as the
plumbers heightened yester
day as the Senate Watergate
rcommittee chairman, Sam J.
{Ervin (D-N.C.), and the vice
chairman, Howard H. Baker
(R-Tenn.), offered differing
views as to whether the com-
mittee has the authority to in-
vestigate certain activities of
the unit.

The issue surfaced on
Thursday during questioning
of John D. Ehrlichman, fermier
domestic adviser to President
Nixon, when Sen. ‘Baker noted
that one paragraph of a White
House memorandum on the
plumbers investigation of the
Pentagon Papers leak had
been excised from the copy
given to the committee.

Ehrlichman invoked execu-
tive privilege at the Presi-
dent’s direction in refusing to
say what the missing para-
graph included. Ehrlichman
said the missing paragraph
deals with “an extremely sen-
sitive subject relating tn an-
other country” but refused to
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and Young sought and got
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be more specific beyond agen-
eral, tantalizing description.
“It certainly does iiot bear
on the Watergate,” Ehrlich-
an said. “It is tangentially
elated to the special unit in-
estigation of ... the Penta-
on Papers matter. But it is
ery tangential, and I think
ery sensitive.”
On Friday, both Baker, Er-
vin and their two lawyers met
privately with White House

records. Ehrlichman testified
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did not mean approval of a
burglary.
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counsel Leonard Garment and
special counsel J. Fred Bu-
zhardt to discuss the matter.

In a televised interview yes-
erday on CBS’ “Face the Na-

ion” Ervin caid ﬂ-af'ln M

osition is that the Water—
ate) committee is not author-
zed to investigate this matter
y the resolution which estab-

ished the committee .. .”

Baker, appearing on the,
ame program, disagreed, “I
hink we clearly have the au- J
hority to go into it, but I'm
concerned about other aspectsl

tof it .

Baker did not elaborate on
what he meant, by “other as-
pects.” He also refused to say
whether he believed the in-
formation about the plumbers
would' jeopardize national se-
curity if made public.

The paragraph—“Paragraph

5” of a two-page, seven-para-
graph memorandum—had been

excised before the memoran-

dum was turned over to the
Watergate committee by for-
mer White House aide Daivd
Young, according to committee

counsel Samuel Dasgh.

The memorandum was a sta-
tus report dated Aug. 11, 1971,
from Young and Egil (Bud)
Krogh, director of the plum-
bers, to Ehrlichman on the
plumbers’ investigation of the
leak of the Pentagon Papers

In the memoraudum, Krogh
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failed to find any of Ellsberg’s

©of the Ellsberg case, the drug
ituation in Vietnam and an
expose of the 1963 coup” (a
ossible reference to the as-
sassination of South Vietnam
Premier Ngo Dinh Diem) and
its effect on the South Viet-
namese, U.S. elections and on
peace negotiations. That as-
sessment, according to the
memorandum, was included in
an appendix, which has not
been made public either.

ast week that his authoriza-
“covert operation”

The memorandum also ref-
rs vaguely to a CIA operation
or “doing a leak assessment

969.”

There is also a cryptic re-
ernce in the memorandum to
n effort to assess the impact




