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Opponents of War
InCongress Decry

U.S. Suif on Study

By DAVID E. ROSENBAUM
Special to The New York Times

WASHINGTON, June 16—
Congressional opponents of
the war in Indochina criti-
cized the Nixon Administra-
tion today for having sought
and obtained a court order
temporarily preventing The
New York Times from pub-
lishing further material from
a secret Pentagon study on
Viétnam.

In Los Angeles, however,
Vice President Agnew ques-
tioned the judgment of The
Times in publishing the ma-
terial for three days before
the court order was issued
yésterday.

Two members of Congress
—Senator J. W. Fulbright,
Democrat of Arkansas, the '
chairman of the Foreign Re-
. lations Committee, and Rep-
: resentative Paul N. McClos-
' key Jr.,, Republican of Cali-

fornia—asked The Times to |
- turn over to them copies of

unpublished material, since
the Administration has re-
fused Congressional access to
the documents. The Times re-
fused both requests.

At the White House, Ron-
ald L. Ziegler, President

Nixon’s press secretary, said ;

Continued o?xnl;age 18, Column 3

Continued From Page 1, Col. 7}

that no consideration was being!
given to declassifying—remov-
ing the official secrecy from—
the documents published by The
Times.

Asked why the Administra-
tion” had moved against The
Times when it had never before
attempted to prevent publica-
tion of information, Mr. Ziegler
'said, “I don’t know that there
are other cases . . . where a
publication stated that it in-
tended to publish highly classi-
fied material.”

A major figure in the Penta-
gon study, Gen. Maxwell D.
Taylor, who was Ambassador
/to” South Vietnam from the,
summer of 1964 to the summeri
of 1965 said in a television in-
terview tonight that The Times
had initiated “a practice of be-
trayal of Government secrets.”

Reéponse by Taylor

Asked on the Columbia
Broadcasting System’s evening
news program how his position
squared with “the people’s
right to know,” General Taylor
responded:

“I don’t believe in that as a
general principle. You have to
talk about cases. What is a
citizen going to do after read-
ing these documents that he
wouldn’t have done otherwise?
A citizen should know those
things he needs to know to
be a good citizen and discharge
his functions, but not to get
into secrets that damage his
Government and indirectly
damage the citizen himself.”

The Time’s disclosures, Gen-
eral Taylor said, were “laying
a foundation for bad history.”

The disclosures in The Times
series published on Sunday,
Monday and Tuesday and the
temporary court order that was
issued yesterday were major
topics of discussion on Capitol:
Hill today. !

Sixty-two members of the
House of Representaives, nearly
all of them liberal Democrats,.
signed letters to Secretary of
Defense Melvin R. Laird and
Attorney General John N. Mitch-

ell, asking Mr. Laird to make
ithe Pentagon study available to

Congress and protesting to Mr.
Mitchell about what they
termed his “harassment” of The

Times. The letters were initiated

by Representative Jonathan B.
Bingham, Democrat of the
Bronx.

Senator Mike Mansfield, the

Democratic leader, said again,

‘as he had said yesterday, that

regardless of the outcome of
The Times court case, Senate
hearings would be convened on
the disclosures in the Pentagon
study. He said he did not know
whether they would be held by
the Foreign Relations Commit-
tee, the Armed Services Com-
mittee, or, perhaps, jointly.

Seott Finds Damage
Senator Hugh Scott of Penn-

sylvania, the minority leader,
'said that both the publication
of the classified documents and
the contents of the documents
damaged public confidence in
the Government.

The public must question the
Government’s security now,
Mr. Scott said, but he added,
that it was ‘perfectly clear|
that American people were not
told things [about the war in

Indochina] that they should
have been told.”

In the House, the Informa-
tion subcommittee of the Gov-
ernment Operations Committee
announced hearings next week!
on the Government’s clagsifi-/
cation procedures and on the
|policies of withholding data
from Congress and the public
on the ground of “executive
privilege.”

Representative Ogden R,
Reid of Westchester County,
the subcommittee’s ranking Re-
publican member, said he
hoped to call officials from the
State, Defense and Justice De-
ipartments and the White House
{staff.

| “To Save Some Red Faces®

The subcommittee is headed
by Representative William §.
Moorhead, a  Pennsylvania
Democrat. He said that the
classification of the Pentagon
study “was done not so much
to save the security of the
United States but to save some|
red faces.” i

Vice President Agnew, the
highest Administration official
to comment on the disclosures,
was interviewed by reporters
after he discussed the Adminis-}
tration’s revenue-sharing pro-
gram at a meeting of the Los;
Angeles County Board of Suj
pervisors.

“In my opinion, what is thej
proper amouunt of classified:
information that should be
released is a matter for profes- |
sional judgment,” the Vice!
President, a frequent critic of|
the press, said. !

A reporter asked his opinion
about the judgment of Amer-
ican officials in withholding
information about the war
from the public. Mr. Agnew
ireplied, “The Nixon Adminis-
itration has a great deal more
\confidence in the judgment of!

|
|
|

ielected officials than it does in
The New York Times.”

‘Secretive and Clandestine’

Mr. Agnew said that The!
Times knew that the material’
was classified but had “pro-
ceeded to publish it in a secre-
tive and clandestine fashion.”

Among the few public state-
ments from Congressmen criti-
cal of The Times was one from
Senator John G. Tower, Repub-
lican of Texas.

. He said that the published
information had been “particu-
Tarly interesting,” but he ques-
tioned whether “the publication
of classfied documents remains
within the excellent and re-
sponsible motto of which The

New York Times prides itself—

(‘All the news that’s fit to

print’.”



Another piece of criticism
came from W. Averell Harri-
man, who served as President
Johnson’s delegate to the Paris
peace talks. At a breakfast
meeting with newsmen, Mr.
Harriman said that he believed
that the public had not been
“misled by the publication of
a lot of miscellaneous docu-
ments.” :

Another member of the John-
son Administration, Senator
H. Humphrey of Minnesota,
the former Vice President, dis-
‘counted reports that McGeorge
Bundy and Walt W. Rostow,

Mr. Johnson’s assistants for

emperor claimed to be clothed.;

national security affairs, had
been the men closest to the
President on war matters. Sen-
ator Humphrey said that “day
in and day out” Secretary of
State Dean Rusk and Secretary
of Defense Robert S. Mc-
Namara were the key officials.

Most members of Congress
who commented publicly today
are, like Mr. Harriman, now
critics of the war.
¢ Senator George S. McGovern,
Democrat of South Dakota, said
in a statement that the Justice
Department’s use of espionage
laws to “harry The New York
Times” not only violates the
constitutional principle of free-
dom of the press “but also
shuts off a free flow of vital
Anformation to the public.” ’
\ Senator Fulbright, in a letter
fo Arthur Ochs Sulzberger,
bresident and publisher of The]
New York Times, said that the
fnforrnation published by The
Times had not breached the
national security and that it
was within .The Times’s right
under the First Amendment to
print it. The Senator, who was
n London, added, “Too often,
national security as an excuse
‘or secrecy has been invoked
solely to prevent personal em-
yarrassment.”

Representative McClosky, in
2 letter to A. M. Rosenthal,
nanaging editor of The Times,
said that if he were given copies
of the secret material he would
1ave it printed in The Con-
gressional Record. '

Representative Andrew Ja-
:0bs, an Indiana Democrat,
‘old the House of his opinion
m the matter in the form of
a parable:

“Once upon a times a little
paper boy discovered great gaps
in the credibility in which the!

“So the emperior sued the
little boy and tried to put him
in jail for finding out.

“And nobody lived quite the|
same ever after.” |




