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Ervin, Pentagon Officials 
Clash on Army Spying Role 

The Defense Department of-
ficial said the department's 
1971 directive corrected previ-
ous excesses examined by ear-
lier congressional inv 
tions in 1970 and 1971 	d 
"these policies are now a se-
cure part of our doctrine." 

But Ervin said: "I don't ac- 
pt your theory that the 

as entirely reformed it- ? s, .0 
nialef erring to the subcommit- 
tee's four-month old request 
for information on the alleged 
surveillance activities in West 
Germany, he added: "I have 

'difficulty accepting the assur-
ances that we can expect the 
Army surveillance to deal gen-
tly with the rights of Ameri-
an citizens." 
Cook said the Defense De-

partment decided in Novem-
ber, 1971, not to prohibit sur-
veillance of American civil-
ians abroad because "in over-
seas areas the idea of investi-
gative activity iS intimately 
connected with and comingled 
with foreign operations and 
missions, whereas in the U.S. 
these two functions are easily 
separable." 

By Michael Kraft 
Reuter 

Sen. Sam J. Ervin Jr. (D-
N.C.) clashed yesterday with 
Defense DePartment officials 
over the issue of military spy-
ing on civilians, saying he did 
not believe the Army could be 
trusted to control itself: ' 
out legislation. . 

Ervin cited legal cases., S, is 
ming from alleged u**. illy 
surveillance of Ameria*Civil-
ians in West Germaia: who 
supported the 1972 presiden-
tial candidacy of Sen. George 
McGovern (D-.S.C.). 

At a hearing of Ervin's Ju-
diciary. Subcommittee 'on Con-
stitutional Rights, a senior De-
fense Department official op-
posed the senator's legislation 
as too restrictive and unneces-
sary in view of a 19'71 Defense 
Department directive designed 
to restrict the large-scale sur-
veillance of civilians.  which 
took place in the late 1960s 
and early 1970s. 

David Cook, • assistant secre-
tary of defense for administra-
tion, disclosed under •,queston-
ing that the department had 
conducted six investigations of 
civilians since 1971, but only 
one was still continuing. 

Ervin said his panel's inves-
tigators had been told by the 
Defense Department that un-
der the directive. allowing un-
dercover infiltrations of ci-
vilian ; organizations. if ap-
prOVedby the Secretary of De-
fense or his assistants, no 
more than three in any given 
year had been authorized 
since 1971. 

Cook declined to discuss the 
details in public except to say 
one dealt With a group of 
Navy men and civilians sus-
pected of trying to sabotage 
ships. There have been several 
incidents in recent years. 

Cook also said the. Defense 
Department from time to time 
cooperated with other govern-
ment agencies i counter-espi-
onage operators . 

He said: "There are very im-
portant and sensitive matters 
which I do not wish to spell 
out in greater detail except to 
note that the target of such 
operations is a foreign intelli-
gence operation. 

"Surely we do not wish to 
inhibit, let • alone preclude, 
such vitally important na-
tional security investigations." 

MITCH , From Al 
tween Harry Sears, a Vesco 
lawyer and Casey, then chairs 
man of the SEC, as the result 
of a meeting with Sears on 
Feb. 12, 1972. But he denied 
that he went beyond that. 

Q. Did Mr. Sears ask you 
to do anything other than ar-
range a meeting with Mr. 
Casey? 

A. Not then or at any other 
time. 

Q. Did you have any knowl-
edge ,of Vesco's intention to 
make a contribution? 

A. No, sir. 
Q. Did you believe or in-

tend, by asking Mr. Casey to  

see Mr. Sears that you were 
impeding, obstructing or de-
laying the SEC investigation 
of Mr. Vesco? 

A. Quite the contrary. I 
thought I might further it..  

In other questions, Mitchell 
denied testimony from two 
earlier prosecution witnesses. 

He said he first remembers 
meeting Vesco in late spring, 
1972. Sears, who was indicted 
with Mitchell, Stans and Vesco 
but was given immunity to 
serve as a government wit-
ness, said he had, introduced 
Vesco to Mitchell a year be-
fore that. 

Mitchell said it was con-
ceivable the meeting Sears  

aescrioed took plade but said 
he 	no recollection of it. 

'was more specific in de-
nying testimony by G. Brad-
ford Cook, former chairman of 
the SEC, who told of a meet-
ing in Mitchell's• office during 
which he asked about a tele-
phone call Mitchell had sup-
posedly made to Switzerland 
on behalf of Vesco. 

Fleming asked If Cook had 
made any such statement. 

"The subject was never 
broached and would never 

have been under those circum-
stances," Mitchell replied. 


