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23 May 1973

MEMCRANDUM FOR THE REGORD

SUBJECT ¢ GCortact with Mps David Young, Formerly of Wnits House Staff

v

1. The unfersigned had ona personal conmtact with Mr, Ioung,
which occcurred on Saturday morning, 16 September 1972, The mesting
lasted about 30 minutes (roughkyyfrom 12:00 noon 1o 12:30 P.M. on
that date) and took place in thy following circumstances,
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(a) On that Saturday morming, the DCI Duty Officer was

Sametime before 12:00 noon| (b)(3)
received a telephone call from Mr. Young during which ths latter o
complained zbout an alleged "security leak” to the press from either

the Central Intslligence Agency or the Defense Inbtelligence Agency,
Specifically, Mr. Young referred %o a Dan Rather (CBS) broadcast

of 15 Septemter which allegedly comtained a whole series of laaks —

including a report that both the CIA and the DIA had informed the

President that the bombing and mining campaign against North Vietnam

hzd not cut off Henoi's supply lines to its foress in the south.

Dzn Rather, in his broadeast, attributed part of his information

to an earlier story by Tad Szulc of the New York Times. (4 transcript

of the Dan Rather broadcast is attached at T2B A.) :

(b) The atove description of this telephone call was given
to me orally by after the fact, | |also told me
that in the same telephone call Mr. Young had requested a complsts
list of all irdividuals, by nems, who had access to any of owr :

reports which migh v en tha basis of this lsa2k. Mr. Young
further informed +that he was going to come out to the
CIA bunilding in Lanzley to talk tol | and asked

to have the requested .information ready for him.
{2) After having finished his talavhons convsrsaticn with

‘callad Mr. Edward Proctor, wiro was onr duty in

the office of the DDI that Satwrday. Mr. Proctor, in tiwrn, called

the urdersigned, who was the SAVA Duty Officer, aznd asked the undersigned

to determine wnat CIA report or reports might have provided the

information in ths alleged leak, and who had received copiss of

any such report or resports,
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- (d) The requested information was readily available, and
I took it to HMr P'f'octoﬁs office. He and I both procesded d’*mc"‘q

to| L who was sitting in ths Director's office. A%t that polmw

L

I explained to| thet the Dan Rather brosdcast was based
in part on an earlier Tad Szule article, =nd that we had already’
sent 2 memorandym to The Director (and to ths Director of Securi uY)
in which we described thres Agency reports from which the Tad Szule
leak might have come, I gave a copy of this memorandim to Mr.

apd told him that the same thrse Pgency reports werse zlso
the only omes from which the Dan Rather "leask" could have ccme.
This memorandum from*SAVA to the Director aslso listed 211 individuals
outsida the Agency who had received copies of ths thres reports.
After reading the memorandwm and discussing it briefly with me,

\ asked me to Temain with him and participate in ths

discussion witk Mr. Young, and I agreed. Mz, Proctor ithen r= n:r?md
+0 his own office, ard to the best of my :cnowladva was not further |
jnyolved in the incident. (Aitached ab T2B B iz a copy of the SAVA
remorandum Lo the Director described abova., Also at T2B B arz a copy
of the buckslip under which the memorandum was seat to the Dirschor:
- of Sseurity, and a copy of the New York Times article by Tad
Szule.) . ' o
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(e) Mr. Young axrived shortly thersafter. | |

‘and I explained to him that:the Agency had already made a trorough

creck of its reporting in view of the pOSSlbillu:f of a "isak" in
the earlier Tad Szulc article, and that Dan Rather by his own .
statement had obtained the information which be hed attributed to
CIA frem the Szule article. We then allowed Mr. Young to rezd
 +he SAVA memorandvm to the Diractor which is attached at TAB B. _
Hy racollection is that Mr. Young took: nobtes from this memora,_dmn,
out that he did not take a copy away with him, I am not, hovever >
certain that my momory is correct on this p01n't

(2) M. Young then recwsted tna" we p‘”ov:Lda him m.th
+the names of all individuals within “hs Agency wao had worked on or
wad access to any of the thres reports dsscribed in e SATA )
memorerdmm to the Director. | was reluctant to provide
such a list, and for several mimutes thers was an exchangs betwesn
him and Mr. Young on the propriety of owr providing a list of
analysts?! names. Finally we comt:romlaed and gavs Mr., ch..a the
names of the heads of the offices within CIA which had teen ipvolved
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in preparing the reports. To the best of my recollection, the names
wnich we provided were: '

- Mr. Edwerd Proctor

Mx~. Paul Walsh
Mr. Richerd Lebman
Mr. John Huizenga
Mr, Maurice Ernst

My own name, of course, was also given to Mr. Young. Mr. Joung then . '
indicated that he might cantact the Director on the following Morday
in an effort to optain more namss. The mesting ended amicably at
that poirt, and Mr. Young departed. ' ' ' L

wrote a very brisf note concerning this incident to
| and the urdersigned. In this note (see T1B C)| k
Indicated that he was going 1o discuss the inecident with the Director
on Morday, 18 Septembter. I do not know whether he did or did mot

do so. I also do not know whsther Mr. Young ever contacted any

Agency rerzesentative again on this subjsct, o

(z) The following dey, 17 September 1972% | - H

2. I have hzd no other contacté, befofé or sincs s *_with
Mr, David Young. SR S
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