Dear Jim, Possible tapping, etc. 9/30/75

fieither of these two things may be of meaning or related but 1'd best make a
written record.

Hhanmunwﬂdmpnomdmfmnalluanekormmhequotadﬁmh
Aynesworth in an inherently ineredible veraion of the story bonnie told me and then
published about S=172/8-179. I have long had my beliefs about Aynesworth and huve
heard nothing but confirmation if not absolute proof from any source. Even Hartim
suspects he was/is CIA/

Frow the time I got home thers hes been no tiwe for any work axcopt going over
the paper too fast. Most of the interruption was by phone.

gl 0f what may be relevant Lonnie phoned me to tell me he had had an unexpected
i eall from Ayneswpeth. Why now? Lonnie's story was printed about a week ago. Since
then the paper received a one-sentence denial saying there is no truth at all iu it.
The paper's reply is that it has never had to retract anything Lonnie ever wrote.
(With no libel here accuracy is not relevant, I note.)

When Aynesworth called to chat with lomnie and learned that the tvo others present
have recollections confirming Lonnie's account Aynesworth ssked bonnie if he remembered
not the EBI number but that CIA number. He said it had to begin with am mero bhecause
he connected it then with his Newsweekk telex number. (If did not oecur to Lonnie until
T told him, that was long before Aynesworth went o work for Neweweelk. )X told Lonnie
: that 1t did not begin with a z@ro and that I had not asked him any questions about this.
b (He appears to believe § learned this from Wade from tho way he said Wada kuew the
i right number.} Lonnie plans to come Friday.

When I retwrned the ¢all from the Enquirer, after apologizing for giving the
wrong name of the bock we talited sxtengively about the psraftin tests and Gallagher.
Meaning the FBEI.

While I was pesting a bit and going over the paper “on Newball called. chiufly
about the Engqmirer story.Wd almo talked a bit about Lane/CBS and Security Associates.

I forgot. After what “artin told me I called “onnie and encouraged him to refuse
to say anything te hasnft. After his story he heard from the ¥ive commitee, He told me
that with them he had taken my advice and sald substantially this.

While Newhall and I were talldng, and about what is pot in the Enquirer story
(about which he wanted to asi some questions) I became aware in the middle of a long
explanation that my phone was dead. Totally. When I could gte no responss, and I waited
and tried, I place the phone back on hthe cradle. After waiting long emough for the call

to bz placed again I tried to reach the operator. Deaa phons, & av dial toue. Wither
for three afforts, thet asked Mil to try her extensiona. Also dead. Bo I asked her to
g0 to a neighbors and report it with my request for a written sxplanation after they
checked it. In about five minutes, just béfore she returned, the phone rang. i1t was
the San *rancisco operator. It was a bad comnsction. She broke it while I wac talldng,
placed it again, and it »as a clear line again.

Jon told me that Lane had issued a press Xk statement on this telex story in
NYC. I noted how great a way that was to imep it exclusive for CBS and the real s*ory
as I recelled it: also immediately public, as he recalled.

After we finished talidng I phoned repair serviwe and after conversation with
the men who answered the phome asked that forthwitn they send someons over to the
autorated erehange and check my line there. not elsewhere. He agreed that what I reported
wess a dead short, that if it hed been in the lines after Jon and I hung up I'd have had
%d:!.al tone and a live phone. He seemed uneasy. He hed an Adicns phone me back. We went
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through the same thing and he finally agreed to go to the locked, unattended exchange
for a visual check of my line on the board. “e was to phone me back as soon as he dide

He dida't. He didn't even go. Not if he could not get im he could have told me
that. I don"t buy their story that at night nobofly can get in, Aside from those with
duplicate or made keys.

About 2 1/2 hours later I got a call from a Mr, Harrison, who admitted this snd
made the elain of no access. I asked about real emergencies and got no real answer, He
agreed there ia little likelihnod of line trouble causing this. He said he'd have
it all checied in the mornming. By their security people from Paltimore and would I
like to be there. I mald no, I had other things to do and this was their business. But
1 also asked did he really expect that if there was something, with all this talk on
ihe lise it would still be theres tomorrow. He did not and said wxw so, So, I asked, why
do it then and why delay further no:, if now were not already too late., Lt is clear he
did not want eny personal involvement. If they had all these ppoblems there has to be
an emergency key available for real mmmgr emergencies and they know which employees
have them. I suspect the real delay is because % of fear of finding something more than
a deaire to provide plenthy of time for removing it.

"Jim," who I take to be Adkins, had told bhim of the work I do. I toid kim I
had no resson to believe amateurs could do this or had any reaspn to. ‘L’hat'the only
ones with this #nferest are officials. Mot only did he not demur, ho didn t even deny
it when I told him I had reason to believe from the past that there were lines on which
no calls were made that wers on that board pacthed to live lihes. &y recollection is
that be ackno@ddged this and said, "no more," not direct qubte. Sense,

Uniess they posted a guard as soon as I phoned there seems little possibility
that anything will show fomorrow. I widl ask for a written report .

ile did acknolwedge when I said it was irrevelant to talik about voitmeters
‘they can show the drain only when the line is in use) that what I'd asked for, proapt
visudl examination could have shown a patch.

The coincidences with the appearance of the Enauirer piece and Lonnie's call
are hard to mm ignore. The apparent uneasiness about anyone looldng st the switchboard
is a falrly clear aign.

Lewi,



