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Route 8, Frederick, id. 21701
301/473=-8186
12/21/72

fire John Lawrence, “ureau Chief
Los angelus Yimes

1700 Penna. Ave,, il
Washillgtou. D.C.

Dear lir, Lawrence,

When it was amnounced that a subpena would be issued for your Baldwin tapes, 1
wrote Mr. Kraslow, not knowing he had moved to the Star. My letter was forwarded to
him, le had Joel Volz call me. Volz was coming up here, about an hour's drive, when
weather made it inadvisable. le then had another story assigned and has beem unable to.
I don't know if you or any of your stafi read my letter.

In essence, I suggested that you do some of the investigation that has not been
done, centering on Hunt and the White House and their relationship and what that in
turn involves. It is more than has appeared and makes some of what has appeared wronge

The major wedia has avoided using the Freedou of Information Law. In my writing
I have nots I have a case in which Sirica was the (outrageous) Jjudge before the court
of appeals now. He is little more than a prosecution hackel have made some FOI requests
of the White House, There has been response by Dean to one. In refusing it he confirmed that
Hunt was an employee of the White louse as of the time of the crimes, that his connection
did not end of 3/29/72, as Ken Clawson led the press to believe.

There is much that would mske a story and, as best a non-lawyer can have a basis
for off'ering an opinion in legal matters, that can have a bearing on your defense and on
the issues involved in the charge and in the defense. This is an exceptional case in
which the prosccution is prosecuting itself, in which the govermment is on triel, and
I think in areas not yet indicated in the press.

The demand for the tapes was made by Hunt's counsel. Only part of “unt's CIA past
is known. If I an not mistaken, Hogan & Hartson also has a CIA past, of representation,
(One could alleged the same about Rothblatt, who has quite a career of attempting to
pin singular responsibility for excesses in Southeast Asia on the Army, as is known. I
have private information, not confirmed but from a source in a position to lmow of other
Rothblatt CIA connections, involving a former agent from this area.) Hunt was alleged
to be a hired pen of the Mullen agency. “e was, in fact, a director and vice president,
That agency admits to one CIA connection, cojnciding with Hunt's CIA employment: antie-
Castro. The account was in the name of Radio Free Yuba, That was part of the Free “uba
Committee, CIA for $500,000 a year. 1 suspect more, the reason for one of my unanswered
FOI requests, for the Mulien agency's federal accounts. The one involving HEW makes no
sense as explained by Bennett. I was in 0.S5.5., know a bit about the CIA, and it is not
unreasonable to assume the possibility of work by iullen for purposes other than the
ostensible reason for the contracts I believe it had.

Hunt's earlier career in CIA included Mexico, where he had a State cover, which may
or may not be relevant to the laundering operation in Hexico. The denial of kmowing Hunt
made for the lawyer in that deal includes the period of his White House employment only,
Ogarrio himself has been silent. When Hunt's name fipst figured in this case, there was
an immediate leak of what I believe to be a false identification, that he was an "Eduarde"
in the Say of Pigs operation and that Barker was "Hacho". There was no Eduardo in that
operation and the only Mgcho was a priest. Lonsult the index to Haynes Yohnson's The Bay
of Figs. I believe that unt was Frank Bender, the men in charge, and Barker was berndie,
his first assistant. Condidering what Bender really did, if I am correct, it is incredible
first that he would have continued with the CIs and then that he would be allowed inside
the White louse. ie almost started World War III, made policy for the President, and made
comudtments specifically prohibited.

While still with CIA, Hunt secms to hmve had a career in domestic intelligence going



s

- e

e

to at least 1965, when he had a connection with a literary agency that killed a deal I
had made for my first book, one not at all to the liking of the CIA He maintained this
connection for at least four years, during the last part of which he had a drop that was
also what amounts to a drop for the “ullen agency, in Washington. I have the proof of
this, part of which I havex in confidence, It can be reconstructed independently, not
in a way that breeches my confidence. Here what 1 am saying is that nobody has really
investigated Hunt, loreover, he was not severed by “ullen as Bennetl eannounced but continued
a connection for momhhs thereafter, if it has ever ended., Bemnethy as I presume you know
from what has been printed, also served Nixon in the campaigny with Hunt ,

It may not be here relevant, but the CIA does use private, commercial sgencies for
some of its domestic intelligence operations and has establisfigd at least one front of its
own for this purpose. I have the proof as it relates to surveilldnce of me. I have a query
out for a magazine story on this. (Remember lelms' "trust us" specch?) The proof includes
carbona, not xeroxes, of what I said, bills rendered for the service, checks in payment,
names on checks, a tape and a transcript o f a tape nade for me by a former reporter who
gugged at what he was doing and quit after giving me his part of the proof., I have a bit
of my own on tapes

Despite all these leads to the CIA, I think it was essentially a White House operation.
Both, however, might provide a defense for you if you get a trials I do not kmou the
current situation. It is before daylicht, before my morning paper comes. Either or both
should be relevant to a proper freedom of the press defense, with the allegation that
what Bittman claims is but a cover for another objective, that it is an effort to mis=
use the judicial process for other purposes. Especially in the context of an analysls

of the indictment can a reasonable case be made out that e iiﬁ a hidden agent of the
government. I mean more than in his role as counsel for t__i,-:‘iz_er ro,he”““gb‘rc + and White
House secret agent. Nobody has analyzed the indictment’sn primt. 1t makes no ¥V
the CIA or KBI, and all but,one of the defendants were connected with the CIA, that one
with the FBI, and at least E% othews with both. It mskes no reference to the $114,000,
referring to less money in McCord's possession and use than has been reported. It makes

no reference to the use of Hepublican National Committee electronics equipment and in—
cludes no charge of FCC violation, which secms to be clear enough. It says about as little
as one would expect when the prosecutor has to prosecute himself. One of the cute touches
is the pretense of including aliases while excluding all that are relevant and can lead

to other law violations and federal embarrassment. J

I do hope that you and your paper will fight with more than pious atatements an
pro forma moves ih court. I believe that yours is not an isolated case but is part of
what to me is a deeply subversive effort at repression, which can8it succeed without
restraint upon the press. I think I can help. I don't know when this letter will reach
yous I'1ll mail it shortly after daylight, when I will be going into Fredericke I will
be gping to Bethesda Saturday night, 12/23, for Ien lcDonald's (ondon Times) Xmas
party and can go earlier if you or one of your staff would like to talk to me. I know
of some of Nelson's excellent work and believe he would understand the workings of the
spook mind better than most reporterse. I would like to see your paper put him on this
alone. I believe the result could be more than a Pulitwzer story because 1 believe the
nature and future of our society are at stake.x In any event, good luck to all of you!

Sincerely,

Harold Weisberg
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iire nraslow,

after I wrote the latzer 1 heard a orief item on CBS news to the offect that »
Judge sirica is going to admit testinony alout the source(s) of the 3114,000. This
say have other than the obvious significance an¢ I tiaink it upy relate to what I
wrote you aboute

‘hewe is an indicwent uncer which these nen arc to v tried. Lhe story of the
$114,000 was well if not couplutely ruported. The jovernuent eluctea to supress tids
pexrt of what was known in the indictmente 1 am surprisedthies the press igmorvu ite There
is a charge that Sclord sut up a sun I recall as o1,500, but thas is =11, even if ..clordhks
own equi ment cost more than that, : '

4dring what has been well reported a$ the trial will not add $o public underw
standing of the crines. ~t wil., jowever, lay a basis for reversing conviction,
There was an enormous amount that should have besn in the indictment and was not. The
matter of the $114,000 is but one iten. /md if it really wants to do it the right way,
the governnent can. It need do anly what it did in the Borrigen case, 0t & new indicte
nente If it fails to and goes into what is not in ths inciciment, there i: the yisk of
rversal, which would leave an unsolved crime. Louble jcopardye

Uoing into the $114,000 and pinning it on zealots will hawve the effect of isolating
these crices from the White Zouse.

#t is interesting that Sirieca takes the reported atand. He is tie judge who sat on
the FUI case I now have bufore the U.S.Court of Appeals. “t has been there for sose onths
after hearing, without decision., His record in it is one of sycophsncy the like of widich
I do not recall lockdng back on 40 years in and around Washington and watching it with
more than usual care amnl intereste I asked the “Yepartment of Justice for a simple, scientie
fic test that involves no secrets and was refused on the espurlous ground that it ia pert
of what the law exempts, an investigutory file for law-enforcerwmt purpusese 50, my lawyer
asred the obvious question, what law is budn,; enforced? There was Lont, 0l Course. In
rosponse, the Assistant Undted States itvorney, -erdig, sald there just has ts be sone
law, human or naturale ind on this basls Sirdea ruled in fevor of the governmente “his ia
but one example of Hirica's constituting hisself an arm of the governuent, I think it rokes
his position in the Wateryate ludictments the subjsct of legitimate questioning,

Uoing back to the indictment, it has other rether glaring omissions. One is the
total luck of wention of the oflicial comnections of those indicted - and gll were
spooks. 4li had historiess of working for the CIi, the ¥BB, or bothe There is ro mention
of edther spouxery in the indictment, liddy is the only onu, as 1 rveall, .ithout Cla paste
Sarzer and rolord at least lad worked for both, Barker aud iurtings figured in the Fil's
investigation for the Warren Uommis ion. I have the mwportse ,The #3I omdtted in what it
gave the Comdsuion and refecace to Jarker's CIA past or to @rovious connectiohs with
it. The government can be einaiastent. The indictment makes no reference to the aliascs
Junt used ink the CIA, those by which he is listed in standard biographical sources. and
the allegid Hay of “igs code naves of both Junt and Barker are not in standard sources, such
as lagnes “ohuson's The Lay of sigss 1 velieve tho wrong code naues wero leaced imediatuly
to hide the fact that thoym werw the two in chagge.ihink about tris as it relates to funt
in the "hite liouse a decade later,

Harold Woisberg



