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FULBRIGHT PANE
VOTES FOR A RO

INPOLIGING C.LA,

'Russell Expected to-Oppose
Move for Equal Voice in

A

reporters that the deletions
would eliminate the need to
send the resolution to the Rules
Committee, .

Nevertheless, the resolution
will face two other hurdles be-!
fore it reaches’the floor,

His Watchdog Group

By E. W. KENWORTHY
Special to The New York Times

WASHINGTON, May 17 —
The Senate Foreign Relations
Connn.i(tt‘-ee_ approved today a
resolution that wauld: give it
an equal role with the Armed
Services and Appropriations
Committees in .supervising the
activities of the Central Intelli-|
gence Agency, The vote was 14
to 5. ST

The resolution would create
a select committee of nine
members to be known -as the
Committee in Intelligence Oper-
ations. - The chairmen of the
Armed Services, Appropriations
and Foreign Relations. Commit-
tees would each name three
members, of whom no more
than two could be from the
same party.

At present, seven  members
from the Armed Services
and Appropriations Committees
have jurisdiction over the
Senate’'s “legislative oversight”
of the C.LA. - N

‘Before the vote was taken,
the’ sponsor "of the resolution,

i

jof ‘Minnesota, amended it by
deleting three provisions.

Two Goals in Mind
_.The first of these would have
‘brought, the counterespionage
activities. of ithe Feedral Bureau
of Investigation within, the pur-
view .of .the .expanded watch-

‘Bourke

{Bugéne J, McCarthy, Democrat|

dog‘commiittee. . - .. .
- The' second ‘and' third - would|
haye'given’ the committee pow-:
er to hire a staff and draw on
the Senate’s contingency funds
for expenses.

Mr. McC&Fthy: had two ob-
jectivesi<in - these - revisions.|

tional -support for his resolu-|

its opponents. .

referral’ of - the resolution to
the Rules Committee, where it
might have been bottled up.
The provisions on staff and fi-
naneing would - have required
such. referral. '
Later the Senate Parliamen-

First; he hoped to win addi-|

tion. in & floor. test by méeting|
criticisms- raised yesterday by|

‘Second; he sought to avoid

tarian, Floyd M. Riddick, told

Richard B. Russell, who is|
chairman of the Armed Servicesli

Committee and also of the pres-
ent watchdog committee, said
he would move to have the
MeCarthy resolution referreq to
his Armeg Services Committee.’
If the Senate supports his
move, the Armed Services Com-|
mittee is expected to bury the
resolution or report it out un-
favorably. Yesterday Mr. Rus-
sell bitterly criticized the res-
olution as an attempt to
“muscle in” on the jurisdiction
of the watchdog committee.,
If the Senate does not support
Mr. Russell’s move, the timing
of floor action on the resolution!
is up to the Democratic Policy
Committee. Although its chair-
mab, Mike Mansfield of Mon-
tana, the majority leader, sup-
ports the resolution, at least
six of the other eight members
on the committee are believed
to be opposed to it. Three of
them—Mr. Russell, Carl Hay-
den of Arizona and Stuart Sym-’
ington of Missouri—are on the
C.LA. watchdog committee,

3 Fromx ¢.G.P, 2 Democrats

The five members of the For-
eign Relations Committee op-!
posing the . resolution weref

B. Hickenlooper of
Towa, Frank Carlson of Kansas
and Karl E. Mundt of South
Dakota, all Republicans; Mr.|
Symington and Frank J.
Lausche, Democrat of Ohijo.

Mr. Lausche proposed an
amendment that would have re-
quired the members of the
watchdog committee to be elect-
ed by the three parent com-
mittees rather than appointed
by the chairmen. This was re-
garded, informed sources said,:
as a “personal affront” to J. W.!
Fulbright, the committee chair-,
man, and was defeated by a
vote of 7 to 2, )

Members of the present,
watchdog  committee ~ arguel
that expansion would almost
certainly increase the likeli-
hood of leaks that would en-!
danger natiomal security and;
possibly imperil the lives of
“deep cover” C.I.A. agents and
their informants.

Fiasco’ Is Cited

Advocates of expansion con-
tend that the present Senate
committee has been largely
content to receive without|
question what the CI.A. wishes
to.tell it; that it is “clued in” on;
operations after, not before, the!
event and therefore has littlei
restraining influence on the!
CILA, and that it has been too|
prone to judge C.LA. opera-!
tions on the basis of “militaryi’
arguments”

advanced to jus-|
tify them, without considering!
their possible unfortunate po-
litical consequences. g

These critics of the present,
arrangement believe Mr. Rus-i

sell inadvertently gave support
to their anguments during floor
debate yesterday wheen Ernest
Gruening, Democrat of Alaska,
cited the ‘“ghastly fiasco” of
ithe Bay of Pigs invasion of
Cuba in April, 1961, as evidence
of the influence that the C.LA.
could have on policy. This epi-
sode, Mr. Gruening said, was
pertinent to the question of

whether the Foreign Relations|
‘Committee should be represent-|

led on the watchdog committee,

Mr. Russell replied that “the
operation was hopeless, because
from the beginning it was based

on mistakes.” All those involved,
Mr. Russell continued, ‘made
mistakes “except the Senator!
from  Arkansas,” who ‘“ad-
vised against it.” !

Mr. Russell was alluding to a
memorandum that Mr. Ful-
bright gave to President -Ken-
nedy on April 1, 1961, during
a flight to Florida in which the
Senator opposed United States
support for, or participation in
an invasion of Cuba. Mr. Russell
was also alluding to Mr. Ful-|
bright’s opposition Jater ex-|
pressed during a State Depart-
ment meeting three days later
at which the President’s ad-
visers pronounced the plan mili-
tarily feasible. '
© Mr. Russell told the Senste
yesterday that he knew about
the training of Cuban refugees
in Guatemala but “did not know
the timing”:of the invasion.

“I onlywish I had been con-
sulted,” Mr. Russell declared,
“because I would have strongly
‘advised against this kind of
operation if I had been. That
may have been one reason why
I was not consulted.” i

Earlier Resolution Recalled

Supporters of the McCarthy,
resolution also recalled today,
what Leverett Saltonstall,  Re-
publican of Massachusetts, said|

during a debate in April, 1956,
when he opposed a resolution!
by Mr. Mansfield to create a!
joint Congressional committee!
‘on the C.LA. as recommended b’
the Hoover Commission on!
iOrganization of the Executivej
.Branch of the Government. !

“The difficulty in asking]
lquestions (of the C.I.A. director|
and getting information,” Mr.
Saltonstall said, “is that wel
might obtain information which!
‘I personally would rather not!
have, unless it was: essential for
me as a member of Congress
ito have it.”

! Through pressure exerted by
Mr. Russell and the late Alben,
W. Barkley, Democrat of Ken-
tucky, the Mansfield resolution
was defeated by a vote of 50 {o
27, although it had originally
had 35 sponsors. )

When Mr. Mansfield intro-|
duced his resolution in 1954, he|
said:

“An urgent need exists for
regular and responsible Con-
gressional scrutiny of ‘the Cen-|
tral Intelligence Agency. Such|
serutiny is essential to the-sue-
cess of our foreign policy, to the
preservation of our democratic
processes and to the security of
the intelligence agency itself.”

i
i
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