thy Pentagon pa|
pers from his office files. ...’

Gharlées “W. "Hinkle, testlfy-
ing at.a hearing that.has. in-

terrupted the'Pentagon papers|y

trial. of : Daniel Ellsberg -and
Anthony".T "Russo Jr., said_he
had “never received. sueh an;
order | from ' his superidrs ‘OF
the office: of the. Pentagons
general counsel;’ ;

Altho he - couched' eac_
. base

d - on]

the studies,—wntten by Miller,
from the files.

‘The studies, which Miller
‘prepared in December, 1971
state that there is “no classi-
fied information™ in. nine vol.
umes of . .the“Bentagon.- papers
which aré included in’the in:
dictment against Ellsberg and
Russo on. charges, of cgnspir-.
acy, espionage-. and .
government. property.

Defense = attorneys ° contend
that -Miller’s studies ‘help es-
tablish that the volumes”did
not relate. to the' “national .de-
fense”—a relationship” that - ls

Sl

e- « Miller-. tod v characterized

> working for‘thé Pentagon gen-

1 | eutor David R.. Nissen, this af-

¢ +the :studies and"‘was unaware" i

2 sials who bava:Ap:|
e peaned -incfederal court‘ here

ervito remWe L))

“dtudies a's “working papers”|
" that contributed to another set
of ‘studies prepared by a  Na-
tionak Security.-Agency expert

-eral -counsel; J. Fred- Buzhardt.
~1f-there. were such “‘working
papers,“ the "defense ‘says,” the
 progecution, - by - hot -turning
them over months-ago, violated
a pretrial. . order’ -issued. last
 April.- by~ USx sttnct Court
Judge'W. Matt Byrne Jr. .

Questloned by -chief" prose-

ternoon; ‘Hinkle -insisted : that’
‘he' did ‘nof dssign Miller to.do

gon.
veek'that, the MilleF stud-
.- 'éldlseovem’d‘ m

ainéys. have: ap-
parently had copies of them
for months, however. *
A,lthough Miller “has ac-
knorwledged that he took ‘cop-
ies with him when he retired
from the military last July, no
direct..link"-has - beep.; estab-
lished” bétwéen -those coples
and the ones available to ehe
defense.:, ... ¥
- Despite ‘the stark con st in
‘their” testimony, ' ‘both¥ Miller
and. Hinkle “stressed under.
questioning -~ that, they . hold
each other in\“high esteem.”
They ._have - been ' openly

crucial’ to the prosecutons ef-

friendly to each other in the
courtroom. - .




