Dear Dave,

When we spoke severak days ago about your ler
Treason I forgot to ask you for o coyy. I can give i

FS

I believe that after I read the sccond book g
after the widespread criticism of it, I offered the
making the criticism were not defending Johnson as o
themselves and their own connectiond with him once N
criticism was that Caro was unfair to vohnson in thil
that it was a fair book, exhaustive in its detail, 4
portrayal of “oke Stevensin in meking of him more th
naking Johnson look vorse than he was.

These are very large books, about 900 po in %
of it Johnson is still in college. The portrait of h
conniving, untrustworthy, selfish brown-noser.

I do not recall any criticisms of this first
in their criticisms of the second booke.

S0, I think this confirms my belief that in t
book rather than derending LBJ they were detending t
cipations in the Johnson administration «nd his poli
oresident.

I don't know what vou've seen or heurd :.oout

versations with his derense and others relating to b

stgry in today's Post. The defense at ributes the le
which got copies frou the Stute Uepartuent, a spokes
the truth nay be, it is obvious th.t the tuping of
at least in the recent past wou.d have been cousider
Noriega's rights and muke it inpossible to try hir,
1 pade to Fensterwald for Ray's eviduntiary hearing.
partner helped me persuade him, the partner pr.pare.
them.™e equivalent did hupuen to Ray and it was orc

s
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1sthy review/analysis of High

t to Jerry atter I read it.

¥ Caro's LB tridogy, which was
opinion that those who were

uch as they were defending

e was in Washington, Much of the
s second book. My own opinion wus
ut that it lacked balunce in its
an he was and in that sense

he rirst book. at page 180

in to this point is of a nasty,

book by those who were so loud

iweir condemnations of the second
hemselees and their own parti-
tical litfe before he ran for

the taping of lioriega's con-

is dei':nse but I'll enclose the
Kking to the anamanian government,
wun for which denies that. Whatever
uch phone conversations is what

ed an irremdial violation of

Which, by the way, is an argugent
e was reluctant, his then

the pupery and sSud did not use
estrated by the IJ and executed

\; he would involve sush and others in

by the locul authorities.) Noriega is quoted as sayii
his defense. So, we have the question, was this orche
it ia that anmious not to have known what Noriega ceu
may well be true and that it would also involve the (

eutrated by the government because
A say in his detfense? I think this
bIA.

What a situation there will be it the courts hold that he cannot now be tried!
What will they be able to do with hin?

interested in the prior-restr.int
roadcast the tapes until after CMli's
LT he is now tried.

The Post and probably othel’ pape:s are nostly
aspects of the \now violated) judge's order not to L2
appual. But I think lawyers will be quite exercised i




