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Information obtained from
national security wiretaps was
regularly routed to Watergate,
bugging conspirators E. How-|
ard Hunt Jr. and G. Gordon'
Liddy while they worked in

the White House, according to
informed sources.

The sources said that the
two men received the informa-

tion for several months in
1971 and 1972, at a timeé when
.the Nizon administration was
‘wiretapping domestic radical
|groups without court approval.
Officials of President Nixon’s
reelection committee testified |
at the Watergate trial last’
month that they later paid Lid-
dy about $235,000 to investi-
lgate some of the same radical
groups.

Information from natienal
security wiretaps, generally
placed by the FBI, is among
the most closely held and sen-
sitive data collected by the
U.S. intelligence community.

Asked whether Hunt and
Liddy got such information,
iWhite House Deputy Press
|Secretary Gerald Warren said
iyesterday that “after thorough
checking, -we can find abso-
lutely no basis for the report.”
He said, however, that the re-
iport could not be flatly de-
‘nied.

There are two types of na-
tional security wiretaps that
Hunt and Liddy could have
had access to—those against
suspected “foreign” subver-
sives and those against sus-
pected “domestic”
vies.

The national security
“domestic” taps have been one
of the most controversial un-
dertakings of the Nixon ad-
ministration Justice Depart-
ment. On June 19, 1972, in a
imajor rebuff, the Supreme
Court unanimously rejected
the administration’s conten-
tion that the executive branch
could wiretap “domestic” sub-
versives mthoutt approval of
a court.
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A Justice Department
spokesman said that, to his
I\no“ledffe Hunt and Liddy
were “not cleared to see” ei-
ther type of national security
wiretap,, and that if they did,
it could be a security VIola-
tion.

According to the sources,
the highly -eclassified reports‘
were Trouted to Hunt. and!
Liddy through David Young, a!
staff member of the National ;
Security Council and an assist:
ant to the President’s foreign
dffairs adviser Dr. Henry A.
Kissinger. i

At the time, Young was su- |
pervising a  White House
group called the “plumbers”
that was investigating leaks to
the news media. Hunt and
Liddy were members of the
“plumbers,” and shared an of-
fice with Young. Federal
sources have said that Young:
was not involved in any of the
questionable or illegal activi-
ties of either Hunt or Liddy.|

!Young could not be 1eached.
for comment.

Kathleen Chenow, a former
secretary to Young, was asked
about the routing of the wire-
tapped information to Hunt
and Liddy. “I can’t talk about
that,” she said.

Jack Hushen, the Justice
Department spokesman, said
he couldn’t “rule out” the pos-
sibility that Hunt and Liddy
received information from the
wiretaps. “But 1 can’t see any
place where they’d have a
need to know,” Hushen said.

The Supreme Court June
ruling dealt with unauthorized

subversi- .| wiretaps of “domestic” radical

groups, but the executive
branch is still allowed to place
taps on suspected “foreign”
groups without court approval.,

After the ruling, the Justice|
Department said it stopped 12
“domestic” taps.

The sources did not reveal
which specific wiretap went to:
Hunt and Liddy, just that the
information was regularly

"routed to them for se\ eral
imonths during their White
House employment.

Hunt worked as a Consult-
ant in the White House from
about July, 1971 to at least
March, 1972. Liddy was an
aide to the White House Do-
mestic Council from June,
1971 to December, 1971, when
he joined the Nixon re—elec
tion committee.

The sources said that nei-
ther Hunt nor Liddy initiated
any new wiretaps for the gov-
ernment, though there have
been press reports that Liddy
wanted to bug The New York
Times to discover who leaked
the Pentagon Papers. The Jus-

tice Department reportedly re-:

jected this suggestion.
According to the sources,
:Egil Krogh, the former White
: House "aide who headed the
| “plumbers,” was not aware un-
itil well after the June 17, 1972
|was not aware until well after

14 February 1973

‘gathermg network. He re-
| ceived $235,000 of that money,

according to the testimony.

{the June 17, 1972 Watergate

brreak-in at Democratic head-
iquarters that Hunt and Liddy
had rerceived information from
‘national  security  wiretaps'
when they worked for him.

Krogh, now the under secre-
tary of the Department of.
Transportation, became “very
upset” when he found out, one .
source said. Federal sources |
have said that Krogh, like
Young, ‘was in no way in-
volved in the other activities
of Hunt and Liddy.

All natienal security wire-
te}ps during 1971 and the be-
ginning of 1972 had to be ap-
proved personally by John N.
Mitchell, who was then the at-

‘torney general.

Liddy said last summer in a

.sworn deposition that it was

Mitchell who recommended
him for the job as general
counsel to the Nixon re-elec-
tion committee. Mitchell, who
was the Nixon campaign man-!
ager for three months, denied |
in his own sworn deposition;

i that he recommended Liddy

| for the joh. i
| Testimony in the Watergate|
trial last month revealed that.‘g
tsoon after Liddy became gen—z

eral counsel to the Nixon com-
| mittee in December, 1971, he:
was assigned the task of set-!
ting up a $250,000 intelligence-i

1that the

Liddy and James W. Mc—e
Cord Jr., the former Nixon|
committee security coordina-'
tor, were found guilty last;
month of all charges against
them in the Watergate bug-
ging conspiracy. Hunt and
four other men pleaded guilty
to all charges against them in
the case. All seven men are to
be sentenced next month.

During the period Hunt and
Liddy were employed in the
White House, the FBI claimed
it had about 50 active national
security taps.

In June, 1971, Mitchell de-

tended “domestic”  wiretaps,
saying: “To withhold such
basic powers from the Presi-
dent on the ground they might
be abused isto argue in a par-.
aphrase of (Alexander) Hamil-
ton’s words, ‘that there ought
to be no President.” ”

Mitchell continued, in a

'speech before the Virginia

State Bar Association: “There
is no dividing line between
hostile foreign forces seeking
to undermine our internal se-
curity and hostile domestic

i groups seeking the overthrow

of our government. I don’t see
how we can separate the two,
but if it were possible, I would
say that history has shown
greater danger from the do-
mestic variety.”

Testimony in the Watergate
trial suggested that Mitchell—
at least indirectly—approved
the allocation of $250,000 for
an intelligence-gathering net-
work for the Nixon re-election
committee. One Republican
source has said that Mitchell
directly approved the funding.

Mitchell has declined re-
peated requests for interviews
about the Watergate bugging
or the intelligence-gathering
operation. He has flatly denied
knowledge of the bugging and
has not publicly digcussed the
intelligence operation.

Before the Supreme Court
ruling against “domestic” taps,
Richard G. Kleindienst, then
the nominee to succeed Mite-
hell as attorney general, said
that the purpose of the do-
mestic taps is “intelligence
gathering . . - a lot of it is done
without the thousght of prose-
cuting” the subjects of the
wiretaps.

One Justice Department said
“domestic” taps were
largely a way to keep law
enforcement officials “plugged
into” the activities of radmal

lgroups.




