By William Claiborne,

Weshinkton Post Stattrweffor
Former Defense Secretary
Melvin R. Laird authorized se-
cret bombing missions in Cam-
bodia in 1969 and 1870, but the
decision to disguise the B-52
raids as attacks on South Viet-
nam was made by Air Force
commanders in the field, Pen-
tagon officials claimed yester-
day. J

However, seven hours after
the Pentagon’s chief spokes-
man placed responsibility for
the false reporting at the level

of the, Strategic Air Command | <

(SAC), the Defense Depart-
meft" cted the "statement,
saying Over-up procedure
was “authorized and directed
from Washington, not from

SAC.

| Laird, who rejgined the
Nixon~atlmiristratlon” in the
midst of the Watd¥Bate scan.
dal in June as andfidviser to
the President, empRatically|
denied any compligity in the

falsification of offigial bomb.!
Ing reports.

Disclosure that the Air
Force dropped 1 tons of
explosives on neu st Cam-

bodia in a 14-manth . period
between March, . and
‘April 30, 1970, cam a re-
sult of testimony M day be-
lfore the Senate Armed Sery.
|ices Committee,

'dL?ijrd said yesterday he de-
cided e time fo adopt a
“no do ‘ntP-ai:g'stm‘e t‘t?;uy
fueries about Cambodia bomb-
ing, and speeifically denicd
that he approved the release
of any_ 1‘_ _(-:ngike re-
ports or th ion of re-

actu

ports' of on

Cambodian Commun sance-
|tuaries. AN
His statement conflicted

with assertions made Wednes-
day by Assistant Defense® Sec-
retary Jerry W. Friedheim,
who said that authorization
for the coverup of the secret
raids came from the “highest
civilian and military efficials
in Washington.” At the time of
the raids, Laird was Secretary
of Defense.

A White House spokesman
subsequently sald that the
ralds and “special security
precautions” were discussed in
the Nagjonal Security Council,

See BOMBING, A8, fol. 1

-at the hr’;gﬂng. saying SAC
was not in
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il

ended by Laird and
ed by President Nixon.
er Air Force Secretary
ert C. Seamans Jr, said in!
glephone  interview last
#that he was “completely,
ware” that the Cambodia
ing gperations were be-
disguised and that true re-
were Baing destroyeg..
as not in the chain, of
and, so it was not kHés¥n
me ... I was unawarg,
ginformation until I Te:
the paper two days ago,”
iSeamans, who left the
agon in mid-May.
said he recalled that in-
mation the Air Force later
i#fhed over to Congress did
dinclude any B-52 sorties i
pbodia until the ground
pn of that country in May,
£

However, he said, he di
w that the Cambodial
g had been transferre
gmns of figures that
ed bomb drops in So
am, or that the post-strike
rts were being altered,
edheim, during the
e of an hour of intensive
ioning by newsmen yes-
y, claimed there was no
ict between Laird's disa-
and the Pentagon posi-

¥This is one of those happy |
ations where everyone is ||
ect,”” he said.
piedheim said that while
d approved B-52 bombing
fe Communist sanctuaries
fwas in general agreeme
the air operations sho
ept secret, he was not nee-
arily aware of the method
hich the coverup was to
complished.
pe “mechanics” of tﬁ
¥ reporting scheme—whi
olved the burning of posts
e reports and the substi-
of fictional targets {f
h Vietnam—was workerd
the level of the Strate-
gAir  Command (SAC),
gdheim said. s
Af 6:30 p.m. yesterday, the
Pentagon issued a ‘“clarifica-
tion" of Friedheim's remarks

wlved. “We will he
responding@_to the Senate
Armed Services Committee’s
quesfions on this matter and
we will not be commenting
further, pending that_ re-
sponfe,”¥ the later Pepfé'gou
stat@ment said. |

When asked whethér Laird
could be expected Mp know
whether the bnmbindgreports
had been altered, Friedheim

I would think so0.” He
d that the former defense
probably “underitood
Beurity classiﬂcatimﬂ‘fys-

e testimony abour“.{*’re
reporting system ‘Wwas
nted to the Senate [Ar-

# Services Committee on
Momnday by a former radar of-
in Bienhoa, South Vief;

nam, the Pentagon has ac-
knowledged that statistiés on
3,600, cavert B-52 sorties over

Can

col

ing

odia were transferred to
s that totaled bomb
in South Vietnam dur-
e same period.

Pentagon also admitted
prior to March, 1970,
eds of B-52 raids over
were carried out secretly
then were similarly dis-
iséfl as attacks in South Vi-
amn. The practice of disguis-
bombing in Laos is be-
d to have been carried
ing the Johnson admin-
3 Pentagon offféials

even though bombihg of
08

at what military level the
s to burn poststrike

ng reports were author-
Bimilarly, he dodged

and civilian officials"
ed the decision o dis-
the Cambodia ba_mhing\
as having occurrﬁd in/
h Vietnam, .‘

gic Air C

Air @ ers__or
CIN Pacific

in thatfevel.”

Later, Friedheim said, “The
mechanigs of it [the coverup]
no doubt were worked out in
the major command, which
would be BAC.”

A iificant factor in the
decist falsify the reports,
Friefifieim said, was security
within the Air Force chain of
command. He stressed that
only those officials with a
“need to know"” were given
the true bombing data, and
that all others were excluded
for “security and sensitive dip-
lomatie” reasons.

“People would  wonder
where all that gasoline was go-
ing, Where all that ammuni-
tion was going. So, we had to
implement some special secu-
rityy precautions,” Friedheim

command). He answered, “The
deci§ign occurred someplace

“When a B-52 takes off, it
someplage,” the Defense
artment spokesman said.
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not in the position te acknowl-
edge where it went” was al-
most lost in the chortling by
newsmen. -

accurate bombing reports to
the Senate Armed Services
Committee last month was
made by Deputy Defense Sec-

Friedheim said that the de- |
cision to send a copy of the in- |

retary William P. Clements
Jr. and Adm. Thomas H.
Moaorer, chairman of the Joint
Chiefs of Staff.

“In retrospect, that probably
was not the wisest thing to
do,” said Friedheim.

Sen. Harold E. Hughes (D-
Iowa), a member of the com-
mittee, has accused the Penta-
gon of a “deliberate lie” in
sending Congress falsified
hombing reports as recently as
last month. ‘

know the reason for the send-
ing of falsified information to
the committee. Apparently in
a tongue-in-cheek vein,

‘tHis assertion that “we were

Friedheim said he did not

added, “I'm pleased that we|

were able to work it ogt with |y
the gentle prodding the |y
committee.” t




