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Break-ins, Bugging Said to Fit Rejected Spy Plan

By John Manrahan
Washington Post Staff Writer

Published reports, trial records and
allegations by persons who believe
they were the targets of government
spying indicate that domestic intelli-
gence activities, of the kind President
Nixon says he approved and then
abandoned in July, 1970, have been
used against radical groups since that
time.

Break-ins and electronie surveillance
involving radicals, antiwar activists
and foreign diplomats. and infiliration
of New Left organizations such as ihe
Weathermen and Black Panthers—all
were key elements in the White
House-proposed spy plan.

- Mr. Nixon said in his lay 22 Wa-
tergate statement that he approved
the plan, but it never became opera-
tive because of objections from then-
FBI Director J. Edgar Hoover. Mr.
Nixon’s approyal came despite warn-
ings from Tom Charles Huston, in back-
ground memgos on the plan, that the
break-in part of the plan was “clearly
illegal” Huston headed the White
House's domestic intelligence planning
at the time.

Many radical and antiwar activists,
who were to be the chiefl targets of
the plan. said last week that there
was no question in their minds that
this plan or a similar plan was im-
plemented and that widespread spying

and harassment were undertaken
against them in a highly successful
effort to disrupt the New Left.

The administration has denied Lhat
the spy plan ever went into effect.

To one degree or another, the public
record of {rials involving radicals and
antiwar activists contains instances in
which governament or quasigovern-
mental agents have used break-ins,
electronic surveillance and infiltration
as spying methods since July, 1970.

In addition to the public record,
Senate investigators and federal grand
juries are looking into other instances
in which break-ins were perpetuated
against activists and diplomats, by per-

sons who may not have been ordinary
burglars.

In many of these instances, proof
is lacking that the government or pri-
vate agents working for government
officials were involved. In others, the
proof is on the public record.

Starting with the case from which
many of the current revelations and
allegations concerning domestic spy-
ing flow, here is a partial list of cases
that fit the guidelines for the plan the
President says was rejected in 1970:

® The most famous break-in of 1972,
or perhaps any other yecar—the vater-
gate. One break-in occurred Memorial
Day weekend, 1972. Electronic bugging
devices were placed on two telephones

at Democratic National Comanitice
headguarters. Documents were photo-
graphed.

® The second, and decisive, break-in
at the Watergate occurred June 17.
Arrests were made and five men
pleaded guilty and two others were
convicled of the affair, which since
has ballooned into the political scandal
of the century because of charges
that the operation was directed from
the White House.

® The break-in at the office of the
psychiatrist ol Dr. Daniel Ellsberg on
Sept. 3, 1971. One of the burglars has
since said that documents were photo-
graphed there. Elisberg, accuscd of
stealing the Pentagon Papers, succeed-

ed in having the charges against him
dismissed after the break-in was dis-
closed at his trial in May. This break-
in was directed by some of the same
men who directed the Watergate opera-
tion.

® A break-in at the Chilean Embassy
here on the weekend of May 13-14,
1972. Valuable office equipment and
cash were left untouched. Burglars

See OPERATION, AS§, Col. 1

Herbert W. Kalmbach, the Presi-
dent’s former personal attorney. re-
portedly has agreed to testify that
John Ehrlichman directed him to
raise money to pay for the Watergate
conspirators’ silence. Details, Page A7.
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went to offices of the am-
bassador and first secretary
where they searched through
political files,

Senate investigators sus-
pect the intruders may have
photographed documents in
the embassy. John W, Dean
111. then White House chief
counsel, reportedly told Lt.
Gen. Vernon A. Walters, the
CIA deputy director, last
June that he helieved one of
the \atergate defendants
alsn may have heen involved
in the emhassy bhreak-in.
This disclosure came in a
memo written hy Walters.

® The New York resi-
dence of Humberto Diaz-
Casanueva. Chilean delegate
to the United Nations, was
broken into on April 5, 1971,
He reported to police that
small items--a pair of hools,
a hairdryver — had been
stolen and that his privale
papers had heen rifled.

® Javier Urrutia, head of
the Chilean Development
Corp. and an economic advi-
ser to Chilean President Sal-
vador Allende, reported his
New York City apartment
had been broken into April
11, 1971. He reported a pis-
tonl stolen but a fur coat in
the closet left untouched.
And, again, government pa-
pers in his possession were
rifled.

® The New York resi-
dence of Victor Rioseco, eco-

nomic counselor for the
Chilean U.N. mission, was
broken into on Febh. 10,
1972. Azain, papers were
disturbhed and this time
valuable items — a radio
and television set—were
taken.

Both Urrutia and Diaz-
Casanueva were then in-

valved in negzotiations with
American bhusinessmen and
government officials in con-
nection with Chilean gov-
ernment plans to take over
American owned concerns in
Chile. Chilean officials re-
partedly view the break-ins
as anything but routine,

Alen, in testimany before
the Senate select eommittee
on the \Waterzate last’
month, Watergate conspira-
tor James W. MeCord Jr.
cantended that he knew that
telephones at the Chilean
Embassy hore, as well as the
israeli Embassy, were tap-
ped by the zovernment.

® Al least two defense
lawvers and one defendant
in the Seattle 7 case Te-
ported hreak-ins just hefove,
during and after the Decem-
ber. 1970, trial. The Seattle
% were accused of conspir-
ing to destroy federal prop-
erty and of rioting in con-
nection with a 1971 protest
rally at the Seattle federal
courthouse.

In all cases, legal papers
and related documents were
stolen. bhut other valuable
items were left untouched.

The case also involved tes-
timony by an FBI informer
wha claimed to have infil-
trated the Weathermen in
Seattle. as well as the filing
of an affidavit by another
person who said he served
as an infiltrator during the
trial itself and stole docu-
ments from the defendants
and their lawyers.

e puhlished reports that
investigators are looking
into allegations that Nixon
administration aoperatives
planned tn hreak into the

Broonkings Institution, a
Washingten think tank, to
ook far information on

Morton Halperin, .
Halperin, former National

Security Couneil staff mem-

ber, went to work at Brook-

ings after leaving NSC in
late 1969. Halperin super-
vised compilation  of the

Pentagon Papers and was a
defense witness at the Flls-
herg trial. Halperin also was
ane of 10 White House staff

members  whose phones
were reportedly  tapped in
connection  with  security

leaks.

e Published reports that
Senate investizators have
been told hy high adminis-
tration officials that govern-
ment operatives committed
burglaries in  connection
with the prosecution of the
Seattle 7, Chicago Weather
Peaple, Detroit 13 and the
Philip Berrigan cases.

e An affidavit by (‘arol
Sentt, an altorney for mem-
hers of Vietnam Veterans
Against the War, that pa-
pers on one of her clients,
Geott  Camil, were stolen
and other of her papers
were rifted on July 8, 1972,
The Miami state's attorney's

office is in\'ostiz_alinﬂ the
break in. Camil is one nf
spven VVAW membhers

charged with conspiracy to
commit vialence at the 1972
Republican convention,

e Cirrald l.efcourt, attor-
ney for many activists, has
reported that his New York
offices  were hurned and
burclarined  several times
between 1970 and 1972, He is
one of the lawyers in the
Detrait 13 ¢ase,

f.ast  week the fecleral
judge in that trial ordered
that the prosecution require
all governmental agencies
and White House investiga-
tars of any tyvpe to report to
the court whether illezal
hurglaries, ~abmage, elee-
tronic surveillanee or agents
provecateurs  were  used
against those accused in the
case,

In addition ta this, some
newsmen and persons asso-

ciated with antiwar and rad-
ical organizations say they
can recall any number of in-
stances in which the houses

of reporters or offices of
radicals or their lawyers
were broken into in the last
few years. Because break-ins
are frequent in big cities, it
was usually difficult to say
whether most of these were
anything but ordinary bur-
glaries.

Example of these include:

® An April, 1972, break-in
at the Georgetown home of
Dan Rather, the CBS televi-
sion news reporter. Rather
had been accused earlier
that year of bias in his re-
porting by John D. Ehrlich-
man, then President Nixon's
top domestic aide. The
break-in came al a time
when Rather and his entire
family were to have heen in
Florida where Rather was
covering Mr. Nixon at Key
Biscayne. Nothing was sto-
len but Rather's files in the
basement were rifled.

® A published report that
Watergate conspirators G.
Gordon Liddy and E. How-
ard Hunt Jr. are being in-
vestigated by the FBI to de-
termine whether they broke
into the NAACP Legal De-
fense Fund office in New
York, a few days after the
hreak-in at theo ffice of Ells-
berg’s psvchiatrist.

Throughout the Nixon ad-
ministration’s first term,
then Attorneyv General John
N. Mitchell had maintained
publicly that the govern-
ment had the right to tap
the telephones of domestic
radicals without a court or-
der. The Supreme Court
ruled against this position
on June 19, 1972, iwo days
after the Watergate arrests.

Mitchell, on June 11, 1971,
said in a speech to the Vir-
ginia Bar Association that
“never in our history has
this couniry been con-
fronted with so many revo-
lutionary elements deter-
mined {o destroyv by force
the government and society
it stands for.” He claimed
that U.S. radicals are *“in
many instances directly con-
nected with foreign inter-
ests.”

President Nixon sounded
the same theme in his May
22 statement, detailing what
he contended was the neces-
sity for increasing domestic
intelligence gathering
against militant groups.

“In the spring and sum-
mer of 1970, Mr. Nixon
said, “another security prob-
lem reached critical propor-
tions. In March, a wave of
bombings and explosions
struck college campuses and
cities. There were 400 bomb
threats in one 24hour pe-
riod in New York City. Riot-
ing and violence on college
campuses reached a new
peak after the Cambodian
operation and the tragedies
at Kent State and Jackson
State. .

“The 196970 school year
brought nearly 1,800 campus
demonstrations and nearly
230 cases of arson on cam-
pus. Many colleges closed.
Gun battles between guer-
illa-style groups and police
were taking place. Some of
the disruptive activities
were receiving foreign sup-
port.”

Neither Mitchell nor
Nixon has offered any proof
for the claim that radical
groups were receiving for-
eign support. Published re-
ports have quoted CIA offi-
cials as saying they found
no evidence of .foreign sup-
port for the groups.

BRut it was in context of vi-
olence, Mr. Nixon stated on
NMay 22, that the proposed
plan to increase domestic
spyving came forth, only to
he rejected hy FBI Chiel
Hoover. The President has
vet to state what, if -any-
thing, was put in its place to
enpe with that security prob-
lem of “eritical propor-
tions.” (Hoover didn't com-
ment on such a plan pub-
licly before his death last
year.)

Newsweek magazine re-
parted last week that Senate
investigators helieve that *“a
very, very narrow group of
White House and Justice
Department officials’” oper-
ated outside normal law en-
forcement channels to moni-
tor the left and gather in-
formation with which to
prosecute radicals.

Robert C. Mardian, for-
mer head of the Justice De-
partment’s Internal Security
Division, appears to have
heen a figure in the opera-
tion, the magazine reported.

The President has pub-
licity said that the so-called
White House “plumbers”
were formed in the summer
of 1971 to help locate the
source of sensitive security
leaks to the press, with spe-
cial emphasis on the just-
published Pentagon Papers.
Watergate conspirators Hunt
and Liddy were part of the
“plumbers” operation.

The President said that
the “plumers” were not au-
thorized to commit break-ins
—oven though he himself
had approved using break-

“ins in the domestic spy pro-

gram just one year earlier.
According to public testi-
mony from
spirator McCord Jr., there
wore also plans by some of
the Watergate conspirators
—including “plumbers”,
Hunt and Liddy—to bug the
headquarters of Sen. George
McGovern (D-S8.D.), the

Watergate con-

CAROL W. SCOTY
- . . papers stolen

Democratic presidential
nominee last year, as well as

to burglarize the offices of
Las Vegas publisher Hank
Greenspun. McCord said he
believed the latter bhurglary
was to be performed to help
recluse billionaire Howard
Hughes.

The Watergate trial and
its aftermath also opened
the way for many disclo-
sures showing that not only
radicals, but newsmen and
administration officials also
were spied on.

Acting FBI Director Wil-
liam D. Ruckelshaus, in a
statement later confirmed
by a White House spokes-
man, said last month that 13
government officials and
four reporters had their tel-

ephones tapped between
May, 1969, and February,
1971. The While House

spokesman later said that
Mr. Nixon had personally
authorized the wiretaps in
an effort to stop news leaks
in matters he considered in-
volved national security.

There also have been pub-
lished reports stating that
even before the proposed
1970 plan, top \White House
aide John D. Ehrlichman au-
thorized a series of espio-
nage missions conducted
outside regular law enforce-
ment channels. T'wo of these
missions involved wiretaps,
including one installed early
in 1969 by breaking into the
Georgetown home of syndi-
cated columnist Joseph
Kraft. The target of the
other wiretap was not dis-
closed in the published re-
ports.

Watergate conspirator
Liddy, according to Ehrlich-
man's deposition in a -civil
suit arising from the Water-
gate affair, replaced John J.
Caulfield in the White
House. Caulfield and and
Anthony T. Ulasewicz re-
portedly coordinated the es-
pionage missions in the
White House for FEhrlich-
man hefore Liddy arrived,
aceording to published re-
ports.

Mardian took over as head
of the Justice Department’s
Internal Security Division
in late 1970 and according to
published reports, made in-
vestigating radicals his top
priority.

A key element in the radi-
cal-hunting operation was
the grand jury. Grand juries
were convened in several
cities and dozens of radical

and antiwar activists were
summoned to testify.
According to many of

those who testified, the
prosecutors seemed to be at-
tempting to build dossiers
on activists and their associ-
ales and their living and
traveling patterns.

The grand jury network,
aceording to numerous pub-
lished accounts, was di-
rected hy Justice Depart-
ment attorney Guy Good-
win.

Radicals, antiwar activists,
civil lihertarians and many
liberals have contended that
the grand jury operation has
heen an  unconstitutional
fishing expedition, designed
to strike fear into the radi-
cal and antiwar movement
and to stifle dissent, rather
than to uncover ecriminal
acts.

While grand jurics were
operating in several cities,
court records in several
cases show that many activ-
ist groups were being infil-
trated by government
agents and were subjects of
phone taps. Many attorneys
and their activist clients
also now believe that many
of the hreak-ins that occur-
red at their offices and
houses over the last few
years were performed by
government agents—al-
though they have no specific
proof.

In many of the publicized
trials of activists in the last
few yecars, infiltrators have
played a key role [n testify-
ing against the defendants.
This was true in the trials of
the Camden 28, and the Har-
rishurg 7-—the Rev. Phillip
Berrigan and six olhers—ac-
cused of conspiring to kid-
nap President Nixon's na-
tional security adviser, Hen-
1y A. Kissinger,

‘Seventeen of the 28 who
were recently on trial for
the Camden draft hoand
raids were acquitted, as
were the Harrishurg 7.

In both cases, news ac-
counts said the informers'
lestimony was a key factor
in bringing ahoutl the acquit-
tals. In the Camden 28 trial,
the informer was accused hy
the defense of having tried
to goad antiwar activists
inlo more militant, destrue-
tive positions. FBI informer

.case sludy

JOSEPH KRAFT
... home bugged

Robhert W. Hardy testified
that the raid would not have
taken place ‘“without the
FBI and me.”

The Seattle 7 trial is a
in government
spying—part of it acknowl-
edged by the government,
part alleged by a self-ac-
knowledged spy.

The Seattle 7—one woman
and six men—were accused
of conspiring to destroy fed-
eral properly in connection
with a protest rally over the
Chicago 7 trial at the Seat-
tle federal courthouse on
Feb. 17, 1970. Five were also
accused of attempting to in-
cite a riot. None of the
seven were arrested at the
courthouse on the day of the
demonstration, which re-
sulted in $30,000 in property
damage and clashes between
demonstrators and police.

During the trial, in De-
cember, 1970, the govern-
ment relied heavily on the
testimony of Horace L.
(Red) Parker, who claimed
to have infiltrated the Seat-
tle Weathermen, the mili-
tant offshoot of Students
for a Democratic Society.

Parker testified that in or-
der to keep his cover and
maintain credibility with Se-
attle activists, he had com-
mitted provocative acts or
suggested certain courses of
militant action-—some of
which he admitted were ille-
gal.

One of the defendants, Mi-
chael Lerner, twice in-
formed Judge George F.
Boldt, of the U.S. District
Court, during the trial that
his house had been broken
into and legal papers had
been taken, the trial tran-
script shows. Lerner blamed
the FBI for the break-ins.
(Boldt laler headed the Pay
Board for President Nixon.)

Attorney George Vraden-
burg, who was staying in the
house with IL.erner,
firmed last week that legal
papers had been taken. Vra-
denburg explained that the
other defendants, except for
l.erner and Charles C.
(Chip) Marshall 111, all had
their own lawyers, and so
l.erner kept his own lepal
papers at home.

Two of the defense attnr-
neys in the case, Lee Holley
and Carl Maxey, told The
Washington Post last week
that their offices also had
heen broken into. Holley
said two break-ins occurred
at his office just hefore the
trial, while Maxey said one
took place at his office 18
months ago. The break-in at
Maxey's office was reported
to the police, but Holley
said he did not report the
break-ins at his office be-
cause “lI couldn't he sure
anything was taken. We had
many copies of the same le-
gal papers.”

Maxey said he realized
just last week that an affi-
davit, given to him by an ac-
knowledged FBI informer a
few months after the (rial,
was missing. The affidavit,

which was filed with the |

court, was signed by Rich-
ard Sannes.

In it, Maxey said, Sannes
contendecd that he volun-
teered during the trial to in-

filtrate the Seattle 7 for the '

FBI, and that he provided
information to the FBI and
stole documents. The FBI
denied this. Maxey said he
gave Sannes a lie deteclor
test at the time and that
Sannes passed. Sannes could
not be reached.

Lerner, in a telephone in-
terview last week, said that
the effect of the trial and
government spying on radi-
cal groups “was to create a
climate of suspicion and
fear.” Because many radical
leaders were tied up in the
trial and a later grand jury
investigation, “others were
reluctant to assume leader-
ship” for fear they, loo,
would be investigated and
indicted for organizing pro-
test demonstrations, he said.

Radieal groups, which had
been open in recruiting new
members, ‘“hegan to turn off
a lot of potential members
because of their secrecy and
paranoia over being infil-
trated—even though the
paranoia was justified.”

The result, Lerner said,
was the “total weakening of
the lefi” in Seattle. After
the trial, Judge Boldt ac-
cused three of the lawyers—
Michael Tigar, Jeffrey Stein-
born and Holley—of refus-
ing to stop their clients
from committing ‘“miscon-
duct” during the trial.

Holley said he was almost
disharred as a result of the
judge’s statement and says
he will 'no longer handle
cases involving radicals

con- ¢

... target of plan

‘“because of my experience
in this case.”

During the Seattle 7 trial,
Parker acknowledged re-
ceiving about $7,200 in sal
ary and expense money for
his spying work for the FBI
between July, 1969, and De-
cember, 1970.

He also testified that he
volunteered to buy dyna-
mite for a Seattle radical;
gave shooting lessons on
three occasions to would-be
“urban guerrillas”; provided
paint to be splashed on
the wall during a
demonstration; used FBI
funds to buy drugs—includ-
ing LSD, methedrine and
cocaine—for himself and
others: received $20 from
the FBI to print militant
stickers with the slogan,
“Stop the Pig, serve the peo-
ple,” printed on them; rve-
cruited members into the
Weathermen; suggested on
one occasion that a police
informer should be “ripped
off” (killed), and told poten-
tial Weathermen members
about “the necessity for ar-
med siruggle, violence.”

All this was done, he testi-
fied, in order to maintain
his credibility with the
Weathermen. He said the
FBI was always aware of
what he was doing.

The FBI has consistently
maintained that it tells its
infiltrators to do what is
necessary to maintain their
cover, but that violence or
inciting to violence is not
permitted. Still, it has come
up in several trials that FBI
infiltrators allegedly prod-
ded people to commit illegal
acts.

One of the Seattle 7 de.
fendants, Marshall, who
served as his own lawyer,
asked Parker at one point in
cross-examination:

DANIEL ELLSBERG
... charges dismissed

“Have you ever encour-
aged people, anyone, since
yvou have become part of the

FBI, to violate alaw; yes or
no?”

Parker answered, “Yes.”
Marshall then asked. * . ..
has the FBI told you to do
this?” And Parker
answered: “They gave me
some direction.”

Marshall  pressed on,
asking: “It’s very important
to you that people like us bhe
brought to ‘justice, isn’t that
correct? I mean you f{feel
very strongly that we are
bad people and should be
brought to justice?” Parker
answered: “Thal’s one way
of putting it.”

Marshall asked Parker if
he would go to “almost any
length to bring us to jus-
tice.” Parker said: “Yes, any
length.” And Marshall

-asked: “Any length, and for

months and, months you
took people—who thought
perhaps that you were their
friend, and you were willing
to lie to them in order to get
us, is that correct?”

Parker responded:
is absolutely correct.”

Finally, Marshall asked:
“You were willing to lie to
get us?” Marshall answered:
“Yes.”

A mistrial was declared.
The defendants all received
contempt of court sentences
of up to six months. The
government earlier this year
decided not to retry the case
and dropped the charges.

Parker's testimony, in
which he acknowledged that
he had often advocated vio-
lence in the course of his
undercover work, fits in
with allegations made in
published reporls about an-
other alleged FBI informer,
Larry D. Grantwohl.

Grantwohl was charged in

“That
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June, 1970, in Detroit with
conspiring to bomb police
and military installations in
Detroit and otHer cities. The
case defendants came to be
known as *“T'he Detroit 13"—
after the charges against
Grantwohl were dropped.
Grantwohl reportedly pro-
vided the grand jury with
the information that led to
the indictments.

Grantwohl’s father-in-law,
Donald Riestenberg, has ac-
knowledged that Grantwohl
had infiltrated the Weather-
men for the FBI, Ile said
Graniwohl was in New York
on March 6, 1970, when {wo
Weathermen, Diane Ough-
ton and Theodore Gold,
were killed when a Green-
wich Village town house
blew up. The building al-
legedly was a Weatherman
bomb factory.

Graniwohl also reportedly
provided a tip that led to
the April, 1970, arrests in
New York of two fugitive
1Veathermen, Linda Evans
and Dianne Donghi.

During the last few years,
the federal government on
several occasions refused to
turn over wiretapping re-
cords for inspection by the
defense in several cele-
brated cases, with the result
that the judge ovdered the
indictments dismissed.

One case involved Black
Panther leader David Hilli-
ard, who was charged with
threatening the life of Presi-
dent Nixon.

In many other cases that
were proseculed, the gov-
ernment acknowledged us-
ing wiretaps. These inclu.
ded wiretaps ol defendants
in the Harrishurg 7 case and
defendants Bradford Lyttle
and Abbie Hoffman in cases
growing out of the May 1,
1971, “Mayday"” arrests,

And in recent weeks,
some members of Congress
have alleged that mail of
Democratic premdential can-
didates in 19%. had been
apened, Xeroxed and placed
in Nixon campaign head.
quarters,  Mail  intercepts
were another part of the do-
mestic security plan suppos.
cdly rejected by Mr. Nixon
in 1970,



