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FloorsDebate Likely on Plan
to Expand C.L.A. Panel

Sp;cial to The New York Times
WASHINGTON, May 3 — A

Senate debate appeared likely t

day on the 2question of expand-|
ing the “watchdog” committee |

that provides surveillance over

the activities of the Central In-
telligence Agency.

Knowledgeerle Senate sources 1

were pessimistic, however, abou
the prospect of rounding up
enough votes to force an expan-
sion of the watchdog group over
its own objections. |

It became known yesterday|

that Senator Richard B. Russel],

Georgia Democrat who is the|

group’s senior member, had re-

jected a proposal by the Foreign|
Relations Committee that three|

of its members be added to the
“watchdogs.””

Mr, Russell wrote Senator J.|

W. Fulbﬁght, Arkansas Demo-

crat who is chairman of the|
Foreign Relations Committee, to !

that effect.

Mr, Fulbright , Lwill probably
bring up the matter in the next
meetmg of his committee, which
is scheduled for mnext week.
There was some doubt whether
he had enough votes in the com-
mittee to take the proposal to
the floor of the Senate with
committee backing.

If the issue develops through
formal action of the Forelgn
Relations Comrmttee, it will in-
sure floor debate. -

If it does not, Senator Eugene|

McCarthy, Democrat of Min-
nesota, who has been a persist-|
ent critic of Congress’s method
of supervigifig' C.I.A, activities,
is prepared to move on the Sen-
ate floor to expand the “watch-
dog” commitiee. : I

Experienced Senate head-’
counters considered it unlikely
that, in either case, the.Senate
would overrule the Russell

group and add members of the
Foreign Relations Committee to
it.

They said Mr. Russell, one of
the most epert of Senate strat-!
egists, would hardly have re-|
Jected the opportunity to nego-
tiate the matter with Mr, Ful-
bright if he had not been confi-
dent that he could win in & vote\
of the entire Senate. |

Moreover, it was suggested, a
debater would be unlikely ‘to
change- the situation,” For.one
thing, the Senate is always re-
Juctant™ to .averrule one of -its
senior cha.lrmen and this would
be parmcularly so in the case of

the C.LA, supervisory group,
sincg its work is secret and

many 'Senators are chary of

tampermg with “security mat-

ters.” »

Also; the present “watchdog”
group is composed entirely of
senior imembers of the Appro-
priatios Committee and the
Armed: Services Committee, of
which Mr. Russell is chairman.

These committees form a
power - scenter in the Senate,

since virtually every Senator at,

one titie or another needs the
opproval of one or both for mili-

tary or civilian projects in hlS :

state. ‘m
“Theﬁ sanction for Russell’
IeJec‘u&n of our request,” a For-

eign Rélations Committee mem-|
her said today, “is that he has ‘

the votes.”™

Nevertheless, there appears
to be i the Senate more open
discontent about C.LA. surveil-
lance than usual. Foreign Re-
lations# Committee members]
complaain for .instance, that
when -C.IA. officials testify,
even in executive session, they
constafitly invoke “securlty”
and refuse to answer searchmg
questiqns.

These questions ostensﬂaly
would be answered if put to.the
C.LA. By the “watchdog™ group:
Other :Senators are 1ol
that sfich questions:are
and cdnnot learn #he answers
from the “watchdogs>’

Some members-of the Fornlgn
'Relatmns Cominittee, in par-
tzcular, believe they need to.

know iore about the effect of
C.IA. activities and about Te-
ports on foreign policy making
within the Administration.

They also think that members
whose particular concern is for-
eign policy, rather than defense
policy, might exert a useful in.
fluence .on the C.I.A. through
partlclpatlon in the secret

“watchdog’ committee.

The details of Senator Rus-
sell’s letter of--refusal to Mr.
ulbright- wete not available, ex-'
cept .that he had reported the
surveillance group as unamiz
mously opposed to broadening
its membership and that he had
invoked security as one reason
for the refusal.

Stanford Pact Opposed
STANFORD, Calif, May 3

4 May 1966

(AP)—A graduatestudentgroup
protested yesterday against
a classified contract that Stan-

{ford University has with: the

C.I.A. in engineering research.

But -a university spokesman
said: “Stanford will not know-
ingly accept any contract or
grant in which the university
is used as-a;cover to clandestine
activities.”

The protest Was staged by
the  Graduate Goordmating
Council’s academic freedom
committee. The group picketed
the school’s administrative of-
fices and met for more than|-
half an hour with Hubert Heff-

ner, associate provost fom' re-
sea.rch =




