8/31/72 Grahan's 8/11 ;ﬁ:ece on Mimicin-llapcs tears n€ because if it goes to Pyprene Lourt

first it is most prejudical possible form and can becloud the constitutional issue in the
Ellsberg case. I have had dealings with bunkin that tell e he backs scriple, ©5De with money,
and is more & commercializer than a manof principle. Perhaps 1'm WIOL, wat this has been Iy
expericice, He oews me over $75.00 and hasn't answered half-dozen duns. I note Je's wrescient
narking of "stolen property" and "Government property” and find it not irrelevant to the letter
to Tom ielley L have alrealy sent, 1 made this point in & suit vhere it wab ignored by the

DJ as it was by the judge. I make it at nore length an. direct citatlons in Pil, There is
another side of this rorely discuss dj how the Xerox robs the writer. 1t is not a simple dissue
or problem and, in fact, for Grahan 1 find the treatment sympathetics. (uess uybe it helps

hinm fecl better about himself, ‘/hen T consider the harm done by the hard gtuff, I find nyself
wondering: why printing the naues of those who could g&t puskers with useri, 411 ol whon need
an effort at idclkding the hard stuff, a socially=-useful venturce I guess these salc people also
get the gras.s mokers and naybe “unkin juptified it £hat way. le was late., as 1 recall, %o
be proclaiming that "Speed “ills". After how many? There is no ylack and white in that part
for me. Thanks,
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Dr. Ellsberg and Mr. Russo,| .,
the defendants in the celebrated
P:iritagon papers case, were on) '’
the threshold of a trial that

was to be a major test of the

Government’s autherjty to pun-
ish  those who sclose its
secrets.

Mr. Kunkin and Mr. Apple-
baum, underground. journalists
with The Los Angeles Free
Pregs, were defendants in a re-
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The Fres Press ran front-page
articles lambasting the U.C.L.A.
police, and denouncing the use
of “secret police” to inflitrate
saciety. it printed ‘the names,
addresses and telephone num-
bers of all 80, and some r
ceived threatening
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Mr. Reznick, Mr. "\pplt mur“
and Mr. Kunkin, the nuan

ind editor of The T Pres:
:l,\ The Free Press itsclf, were
- all indicted—Mr, Rcu:niuk for

istenting puhlic documents and
the other, for receiving stolen
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later festified against the jour-
nalists.

They were convicted of re-
ceiving the stolen narcotics list
and were given what is be-|
fieved 10 be the first criminal
penalties against the press in
United States history for print-
ing purlcined information. Mr. {The New ¥
Kunkin was placed on. proba- ‘W
tion for three years and fined ing the P
$1,006; Mr. Applebaum was ' These
given a suspended sentence and| general s
‘fined $500, and The Free Press
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threat to governmentai secrecy. |
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®ne of their lawyers, H.
Peter Young, says that, in ret-| .
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breaks of the case was when|™
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lishing tha narcotics list. It
reasoned that the threat to-law
enforcement and to the safety
of the agemts outweighed The
Free Press considetlﬁm at
stake.
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