BUCHANAN From Al
| fast'year that he wasacailed'

uc uman
' to a meeting with Ehrlich-

Ob]ectl()n ! ‘man, White House chief of

staff , 'H. R. Haldeman

and special presidential

1 d | counsel Charles W. Colson

g nOre ” on July 6, 1971. At the meet-

{ ing: B\lx{cel&a%n testified, he

Lawrence evyer ‘ was as) 10 oversee an in-

“:Ezzhingxr P?i(t: “ti\f[fvg frer vestigation O{f Emmg Bu-

Presidential assistant Pat- chanan testified he rejected
rick J. Buchanan attempted
in July, 1971, to dissuade
other White House officials
from launching the cam:

the assignment as “a waste

I of my time and my abili-
paigny'to defame Daniel Ells-
berg; a White House memo

i ‘ties.” .
Buchanan also testified
tfén at the time shows y
Tw% months later, in ap ‘

last| year that he “did mot
;par%gt disregard of Buch%ry

. have  the impression that
what the assignment I was
being offered was something
iHicit, or unethical or wrong;

© it was not, and I did not un-

an’s  advice, a White Ho j derstand it that way from
sponsored break-m occurred . Mr. Haldeman, Colson or
at the offices of Ellsberg’s Ehrlichman” Buchanan
psychiatrist, leading eventu- went on to say that he did
ally to the indictment of not know that a special
four former White House
aides, two .of whom have
pleaded guilty.

In a July 8, 1971, memo‘
directed to Pre51dent Nix-

' ‘White House inw e§hgat1ve
on’s .top -domestic adv1ser,[

unit,;;" which came to be

; knmvn as the plumbers, was
John D, Ebrlichman, Buch:'
anapfargued that concerted

contem)plabed by Ehrlich-
man,

The plumbers eventually

. were established under Ehr-

, -lichman’s supervision during

attacks on Ellsberg and July; 1971, with a presiden-
others “while good for the
country, would not, it seems
to be partlcularly help- !

ful’ %o the Pre51dentf pcrh- ‘

t1ca11y ¥ !

" tial'mandate to track down
- gecurity leaks. However, the
. tpmmibers became involved
in a'campaign to discredit
. Elsberg, after he gave news-

. Anythe -same. 1971 0y a» " papers the Pentagon Papers,
£ f which was o ameﬂ . according to White House
by e Washington Post T documents obtained by the

Senate Watergate commit-
tee. @he campaign against
Ellsheng led to a Sept. 3,
1971, White House-approved
break-in at the Los Angeles
ufﬁces of Ellsberg’s psychi-
atrist.

nan also;
: Adv’ocatedﬁ?ﬁ‘ﬁ‘a maJor |
‘attack on the -Brooks{| f
a Wash- !
ington nonproflt think tank !
withsties to the Democratlc
Party. 4
® Discussed an apparent-
ly unused plan by 'the White
House to publicly attack
- The New York Times, which
first published the Pentagon
Papers after being given
them by Ellsberg, and which
frequently opposed the' |
President’s -policies editor-
ially. “Remarks drafted for |
the P resldent on

..

several

oc 5, which would have |
bee 1 implied and:- un- |
mis bble rebuke to- The %

i

New York Times, and cre-
ated”a President-Times col- :
lision, were rejected time
and.again.” .

® Suggested
eration b&; given
Jtmg Paf’ad

“Sunday ' netw, supple- |
! ment magazine, g i Pardde’s |
editor-at-large, Lidyd Shear- |

er, because of “anti-Vietnam
positions taken in the Per-
soma.hty Parade section . . "
Buchanan, who is still a
special consultant to . the
President, told the Senate
seleet Water"ate committee

See BUCHANAN, A4, Col. 1

White House aides Egil
(Bud) ‘Krogh Jr. and David
R. Young were in direct
charge of the plumbers re-

' porting to Ehrlichman. The

Ellsberg break-in, according
to testimony and documents,
was planned and directed by
White House aides E. How-
ard Hunt Jr. and G. Gordon
Liddy, both of whom were
later involved in the Water-
gate break-in and bugging.

Krogh pleaded guilty Jan.
24, 1974, to conspiring
against the rights of citizens
in connection with the
break-in.

Colson, Liddy and Ehrl-
ichman were indicted on
March 7, 1974, and charged
with conspiracy against the
rights of citizens in connec-
tion with the Ellsberg break-
in. Colson pleaded guilty on
June 3 to a charge of ob-
struction of justice for his
role in leaking a statement
to the press designed to de-
fame Ellsberg and his law-
yer prior to Ellsberg’s trial
on federal charges growing
out of his release of the
Pentagon Papers.

In the July 8, 1971, memo
in which Ellsberg’s name is
consistently misspelled as
“Ellsburg,” Buchanan argu-
ed agamstﬁthe very kind of
public tions campaign
that the Whgte House was
planning, accordmg to wit-
nesses and testimony before
the Senaté. Watergate com-
mittee.

“At the very best,” Bu-
chanan wrote, “let us as-
sume we can demonstrate, -
after three months investi-
gation, that Ellsberg stole
the documents, worked
hand-in-glove with ex-NSC

b @

L B T

(National Security Council)
types, collaborated with left-
ist writers Neil Sheehan and
Fox Butterfield (New York

Times reporters), got to-
gether a conspiracy to drop
the documents at set times
to left-wing papers, all
timed to undercut MeGov-
ern - Hatfield (Sens. George
S. McGovern (D-S. Dak.) and
Mark O. Hatfield (R-Ore.)—
what have we accomplished?

“What benefit would be
derived to the President and
" his political fortunes in 1972
—and what damage visited
upon his major political ad-
versaries on the other side
of the aisle.

“To me it would assuredly
be psychologically satisfying
to cut the innards from Ells-
berg and his clique in a ma-
jor book expose of what
they attempted to do, and
what they did. But I have
yet to be shown what bene-
fit this would do)for the
President—or for the rest of
"us, other than a psychologi-
cal salve,” Buchanan wrote.

Buchanan went on to ar-
gue that the controversy be-
tween the Nixon administra-
tion and the press over the
printing of the Pentagon Pa-
per was bound to end in a
public relations setback for
the White House since “the
media controlled absolutely
how the controversy would
be portrayed to the Ameri-
can people.”

In addition, Buchanan
said, -a speech prepared for
Vice*President Agnew, “who
was prepared to deliver it,
was Kkilled” and remarks
‘prepared  for President
Nixon criticizing The Times
had been rejected.

*An issue that has been de-
cided on the front pages of
the nation’s papers, and on
the lead on the nation’s net-
work ‘is not going to be
turned,around in the public
npnd ny a few well-placed

columnisgs
and Paul

“that he §had een asked dur-
ing the Jul 3{ 971, meeting
to be th% dison between
the White 1-1 se and other
federal ag ciey that would
be conductm investigations

in connection with Ellsberg.
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MEMORANDUM FOR; JONN EHRLICHMAN '

FROM: PATRICK J. BUCHAMAN

)
Having considered the matier until the early hours, niy viaw
is that there are some dividends io be derived frovn Project
Ellsburg -- but none to justify the magnitude of the invest':--)
ment recommended, . . '
‘ | :
At the very best, let us assume we can dém’or’zstra‘ce, after
three months investigation, that Ellsburg stole the documents,
worked hand~in-glove with ex-NSC types, collaborated with
leftist writers Neil Sheehan and Fox Butterfield, got together
| a comspiracy to drop the documents at set times to left-wing,

what bave we accomplished ?

To me it would assuredly be psycholo
innards from Ellsburg and
What they attempted to do, and what they did.

be shown what'benefit this woud do for the Pr
the rest of us, other than a psychological salv

Most of the rcturns have al
th,e,medig_“has emerged a fve
g has g e

papers, all timed to uadercut McGovern-Hatfield opposition -~

What benefit would be derived to the President and his political |
- fortunes in 1972 ~- and what damage visited upon his major
political adversaries on tre other side of the aisle.

gically satisiying to cul the
his clique in a major book expose of

esident =w ox for
e- :

ready come in on this guestion ~= and

But I have yet to

L

“not surprising. -

- one winner (Gallup). This is

e

-
—_

In this 1971 memo to John Ehrlichman,
Patrick J. Buchanan misspelled’ Daniel

Buchanan stressed that the
investigation would . have
been conducted outside "the
White House. Because he
turred down the assignment,
Buchanan said he knew few
more details of what the pro-
posal would have entailed.
The speeches and remarks
he prepared for the Presi-
dent, Buchanan said yester-
day, constituted a “criticism
of The Times for having
printed the Pentagon Pa-
pers and the propriety. of
that decision. I think some
of *he criticism mirrored the
minority of .the Supreme
Court.” (A majority of the
court ruled that the Penta-
gon  Papers could - be
published.)
At one point in yesterday’s
conversation, Buchanan re-
marked, “I should have taken
the job,” suggesting that had
-he done so he would  have
steered the White House away
from  such activities as the
Ellsberg break-in.
+72n-his" memo, after a‘suing
dgainst a campaign atfrpxing
Ellsberg and others assepeited
with him, Buchanan pngtided’
“a future example ‘of .yhat
we should do . . . Let’s inder-
take a major public attack on

i3

Ell}fsbefg’s name.as Ellsburg. Buchanan |
is special consultant to the President.

the Brookings Institution. No
one in the‘ country knows
what the thing is. We could
have it attacked, discredited?
in the eyes of millions of peo-
ple, and suspect inthe eyes of
millions of others—thus taint-
ing every single anti-Nixon pa-
per that came out of there,
subsequent.”

Among some other|
thoughts” Buchanan offered
in his‘memo was the sugges-
tion:that “if Lloyd Shearer (of
Parade magazine) is involved
in this, a reading should be
taken of all the anti-Vietnam
positions taken in the Pérson-
ality ‘Parade. Jack Anderson
told me, if I recall correctly,
that:Shearer did thisand per-
hapsi'Parade can be discred-
ited—that section is a power-

ful one in terms of public
opinion.” " |

“In the last analysis, how-|
ever,” Buchanan wrote, “the:
bermanent discrediting of all
these people, while good for
the ecountry, would not, it
seems to me, be particularly
helpful to the President, polit-
ically.”
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