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Pl oy
Billionaire recluse Howard Hughes
paid between $165,000 and $180,000 to a
public relations firm headed by Lawrence
F» O’Brien while he was chairman of the
Democratic National Committee, accord-

ing to a Senate  Watergate committee

staff document.

What the firm did to earn the fees
was not immediately known. O'Brien
declined to comment for the record in
a telephone interview with Morton Kon-
dracke, a Washington correspondent of
the Chicago Sun-Times who learned of
the staff paper. As of late yesterday
Q'Brien could not be reached by The
Washington Post.

Committee chairman Sam J. Ervin Jt.
(D-N.C.) decided not to include the paper
in the eommittee’s final report, although
the document is expected to be released
separately later,

According to Fred Thompson, the com-
mittee's minority counsel, E acted at
his urging, Thompson tnld a Washington
Post reporter in a telephone interview
that he thought a draft staff report in
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he thought a draft staff re-
“port in which the informa-
“fion concerning the retainer
-appeared was highly specu-
ydative and should not be in-
g8luded in the committee’s
report. Ervin and chief com-
“Hnittee counsel Samuel Dash
Sagreed, Thompson said.
=i According to Kondracke's
saccount:
.4 The public relations firm
.was on a $15,000-per-month
aretalne: from Hughes be-
viween October, 1060, and
» gometime in February, 1971,
according to records ob-
stained by the committee
gfrom Chester Davis, an al-
~torney for Hughes

" O'Brien’ became! Demo-

eratic National Committee
chairman in March, 1970,
about five months after

Hughes retained the firm, |

which is based in New York
City.
Dash sald the 60-page doc-

ument, foéusing on an early-

1972 burglary attempt at the
office of a Las Vegas pub-
lisher, was deleted because
it contained “highly specula-
tive theories” on reasons for
the later break-in and bug-
ging of Democratic. National
Committee headquarters in
the Watergate office build-
ing.

The theory was that when
G. Gordon Liddy and E.
Howard Hunt Jr. aborted
their plan to steal informa-

tion on Hughes' connectlons .
with O'Brien and with Presi-
dent Nixon's friend, C. G.

_(Bebe) Rebozo, from the

safe of publisher Hank
Greenspun, they tapped
O'Brien’s phone and raided
his office. i

According to the theul?,
Liddy and Hunt hoped to in-
tercept information coming
to O'Brien that was poten-
tially damaging to O'Brien
himself, to Rebozo, former
Attorney General John N.
Mitchell or to President Nix-
on's brother Donald, all of
whom had Hughes connec-
tions.

Pursuing the theory, staff
committee  members ¢b-
tained records from Hughes,
attorney Davis. |

" Committee sources said
“'that when O'Brien. was in-
terviewed’ by the staff, he
confirmed the figures pro-
vided by Davis. The staff
was not certain exactly how
much O'Brien received in to-
tal because it was not clear
whetherhis [firm was paid
for February, 1971, !

It is- a matter of public
record that Hughes was an
O’'Brien’ client and that
Q'Brien's 'son ' took' over
management  of the firm
when O'Brien. became un-
pald Demoecratic committee
chairman, - though O'Brien
remained on the firm's
hoard.

Committee sources said
there is no indication in the
record that O'Brien did any-
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thing unethieal “or Illegal
while on the Hughes re-
tainer. .

In fact, one committee
source said, “for the kind of
money he got, he did rela-
tively little.” The source
said that in his interview
with the committee staff,
O'Brien “did not have a long
list" of things that he did.
Nor could Hughes attorney
Davis identify any signifi-
cant O’Brien activities, the
source said.

Other findings on Hughes-
Rebozo were released last
week, including data on a
relentless effort by former
White House aide John D.
Ehrlichman to foree the In-
ternal - Revenue Service to
find grounds for prosecuting

O'Brien on tax charges. The
IRS concluded that no
grounds existed.

The released portion of
the study sald that “the

,Hughes Tool Co. made sub-
stantial payments‘.to Law-

rence F. O'Brieu Associ-
ates (the ' public” ‘relations
firm) during 1970 but it
has never before been pub-
licly + docurnented that
O'Brien was on rétainer dur-
ing his Democratic chair-
manship. , Nor ., has the
amount of his payments
from Hughes been disclosed.

; Dash said the staff’s re-

.port on the Greenspun bur-

glary attempt was degplared
a “committee document” at
the time it was deleted from
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the final report. He said it
will be made avallable to
the press this week, along
with other committee mate-
rial.

Because of “theorizing” in
the document, said Dash,
“we did not deem it to be up
to the standard of the other

material in the final report.

We did not want to write a

report on theorizing, but on-

{acts.”

Excised - frﬂll;] the report
along with e theorles,
however, were some addi-

tional  facts, committee
sources said.

They include information
that Hughes agents

“pm'hélpated heavily” in
Liddy and Hunt's planning

for breaking mto Green-
spun's safe, that “sources in
Las Vegas"—presumably
from the Hughes organiza-

* tion—provided Liddy and

Hunt with “charts and™
maps” of Greenspun’s ofs,
fices, and that Greenspun’s.
safe was believed to contain_
reams of material provided
by Robert Maheu, a former”
top aide who broke with-
Hughes, Y
Committee sources said®
the staff found that informa
tion on the possible contents'
of Greenspun's safe was pro=-
vided to White House aide
Charles W. Colson by Rob:"
ert Bennett and that Ben--
nett knew of the planned
burglary in advance.




