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Senate Spy Inquiry to Look for Hughes Links
cnate Spv Inagity 16 g

ecial to The New York Times Hughes's 'intentia‘n. apcofding C.LA. and joined }.lie Mullen Muskie, -but the ‘Hughes memos
WASHINGTON, March 24—|to the testimony of his former|Company. . hidden ' there by Mr. Maheu.
; doation Sen.|2ide, Robert A. Maheu, in a| In . December, 1970, Mr. By the spring of 1972 the
The investigation by the Sen- trial last year, was to gain|Hughes discharged Mr. Maheu,|_,. - S ot
St year, a0 ik E stage was set for the Waterga
ate Select Committeé on Intel-|infience 'in’ the Government,|a former F.B.I. agent who had beclier. Mo OBrisc wad then
ligence into the attempt by thel ' In.late 1969 and early: 1970; managed the Hughes Las Vegas|Purglary. B et e
Central Intelligénce Agency to at the’same fime Mr. Hughes's|interests. Mr. Maheu, testimony|chairman. o fic 8. hmgi/cat =
ovi bmarine($100,000 was being delivered|wouild later bring out, had ‘put|party with offices in the
salvage a Soviet submarine , : ‘ U office commlex. R. Stences
ill lead the committee into|t0 Mr. Rebozo, the C.LA, re-|documents about Hughes politi-4gate office complex. R. pe
L e 2 R gt 17 news accounts have dis-|cal ‘contributions in a . safef|Oliver Jr., whose father was
the relationships between How- closed, was looking for a com-|owned by Herman M. Greendft Washington lobbyist for the
ard R. Hughes and the Water- pany to recover a Soviet diesel|spun, a Las Vegas newspa ughes organization, had )
gate case, former Watergate in-|submarine that had gone down| publisher: qfflcgiru;ct the ;:omﬂ;:i:i :;&ic:;::n
vestigators say privately, some 700 miles off Hawail| Mr. Maheu was once alleged m‘"’s et Py
F. ir.| The C.LA, these accountsito have been involved in .a|fOf State Democratic Chairm
or some two decades Mr.| ' i i , ) hile, the Soviet sub-
said, awarded a $350-million|1960 plot, organized by- the| Meanwhile, the
Llaghes and. the vast comple contract to Howard Hughes's|C.A pto' assassinate Cuban|Marine project was under way,
involvifig the Hughes TooliGiting company, the Summa Premier Fidel Castro. When|Presumably with the approval
Company, Hughles Aireraft and, Corporation, to handle the re- asked in court about the allega- of Henry A. !(lssi’nger, who u;_as
later, the Summa Corporation|covery operation. . |tions, Mr, Maheu declined to|then er L e acgl?e; of
have long been a major con-| “And, indeed, Global Marine, disciiss them, - citing national mt‘oﬁam 9:611'15? o, ol
' Inc, a firm controlled by Mr.|security considerations. the secret hthath
fractor of equipment for the Hughes, constructed the Glo- : N of the President himself.
ClLA. This relationship fed mar Explorer that tried to raise Material in Safe Mr. Hunt and Mr. Liddy had
spef:ula‘tiuu that the reclusive|the sub, The construction and| Although the details have|formed a burglary team of Cu-
billionaire may have even more planning fo];- this missi%n zhp- become biurred by contradicto- &a:cgger;c&sn :i-nc(l: Iﬁm::c u‘g.
covert. contacts with  the|pears to have spanne e testimony, in 1971 certain + A
agency. “|years between 1970 and 1973, ?i'_des to Pre%ident Nixon were|t¥ officer. The team was briefed

it w $ a 0 [t ' d made its. first entry .in
But it was not until 1973 -and Other Hi Links told that Mr, Greenspun's safe|an i
e e Vi O] 5 e o A T o 3 9 15 i e
gation that a pattern of evi- figures were taking their places be damaging to Senator - 160k fo¢ documents Gt tright
dence suggested that divisions(,& ¢y | riphi f what be-/mind S, Muskie, Democrat of| i the Democrats with money
of the Hughes em might |2t "lmpe P e"fm‘; “‘;’ tereate| Maine. Mr. Hunt and G. Gordon ComMunist -biok. - coun.
in deed have been linked. with| cana 1o 35 ¢ WASTBAE! iddy, then the nucleus of the tom Comgs $
ntl'zaeEi f,{:’%f inhg ﬁ%%ﬁ:gi MACh-\frech  from  the Presidential fhegre,ﬁp}vmlt‘? H,Hu',g:o:{gr%p!at:d C.LA. Concern .
e Watergate, ioheer" Gt recpiet of My, MESKINg nto the safe They) But th telephone upen whic
t e commit . a Wi -
teaS ﬁ‘r’uﬁrgﬁg‘iﬁm&tﬁ t?!at\ thtx; 1 ug"‘i:.:i la‘rge'sse)j_ oined ap}? b(i ;esﬁgtaggg gg;ﬂ gffigli‘:][;nzf Su-rr::E :er gll‘:fe:ﬁs?
$350-million C.LA.  contract aic $15 o&"fam thrgtai nir ma Corporation. The burglary| On June 18, 5972. the telsn?
with Mr, Hughes to salvage thelgom the B  organization, | Vas Dot carried out, but Water- re-entered the Democratic Na
submarine.anight well be part I’ll?)ber: B ughes ooga’}izt}mh?' gate investigators strongly sus-|tional Committee Headquarters
of an intriguing chronology. of {-stired Rmﬁuté:nn O Senator|Pected that the target was not/to repair the tap and c}bt:gr“
events,, that jthey -encountered ‘Wallace F. ?:m'ett and Wash.|memorandums about Senator/more documents. Fw_e of the
during DIRCEALS. . | ington representative for Sum-
Two Problénis for Hughes [ma Corporation, boughit  into
In 1968 Mr.- Hughes, accord-|the Robert F. Mullen Company,
ing to .court testimony, ap-|2n international public rela-
‘ to have two major prog: tions concern that was operat-

ems with the Government. The
Antitrust Division of the De-

ng: as a front for the C.LA.
August, 1570, E. Howard

; t of Justice : Hunt, a veteran C.LA. agent,
4 :g{ otto" buy !h‘n??m:‘} appeared to retire from the

casinos in Las Vegas. .

And, second the Atomic En-
ergy . Conimission’ intended- to
conduct more nuclear tests in
Nevada. Mr. Hughes, according
to this testimony, wanted to
change the Justice Depart-
ment's mind and stop the
A.E.C, tests. .

He ordered a series of secret
political contributions that cul-
minated in the payment of
$100,000 to Charles' G. Rebozo,
the Florida banker and close
"friend of Richard M. Nixon,
for the benefit of the then
newly electéed President. Mr.

to Watergate

'burglars‘wm'e arrested by -the
Washington Police early on the
morning of June 17.

From the time of the break-
in on, the CI'A. appeared to
show concern that the ‘Water-
gate investigation might uncov-
er its own secrets. It withhe!d
vita] -evidence from theiFRB.I,
and in early 1973, Richard
Helms, then the Directer of
Central Intelligence, ordered
tape recordings of - his calls
over six years destroyed. ' The
tapes included top-level ‘conver-
sations with the White House.

As -the Watergate prosecu-
tions bore" in; several suspetts
insisted publicly and. privately
that the investigations could

compromise \’I’lﬂ.tlﬂl’lﬂl Security.

At least ‘the Watergate de-
fendants linked the national
security concern to Mr. Hughes

In' June, 1974, tie 'Glomar
Egﬁlo;er, relilable fi'cur'cés— have
sdid, began its salvage opera-
tion in the Pacific. At -al?neost
the same time, on Jine 5,-1974,
four burglars entered the Los
Angeles office of ‘Summa Cor-
poration and stole papers con-
cerning the secret project; - ;

On July 9, 1974, an official
of the Summa Corporation re-
ceived a call démanding a $I-
million ransom, according to
préss accounts. This began: an
involved effort.by the F.B.I
to get the materials back. By
early 1975 facts about the se-
cret attempt to salvage the
sul:marine had begun toleak
out, -
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ﬁiﬁﬁt"disappeared his and Bennett's pasts stood them in good stead.

A more Hat . .
Hunt did not when and as Szule reported, which adds (:’.Eterest to Szule's i
reparting, /
What Sgzule did in that masked call to Hunt the day after the break-in, that Sunday

@ B0 essential in the subsequent history of the-coverings-up-that-ave obstr;‘/ tions #’ /

i« Just
of Justlce%and had tman(fnagunp was tip Hunt off that somebody knew what he and the other

six were trying to hide.

There never has been any explanation of the silence of the arrested five or of
Hunt's disappearance that lasted only a fortnight. At the time and in reprospect it
seems stwange that the press showed no interést in the reasons or in investigating what

ana 518
gouldgecount-Ffer-what without seems like plain foolishness.
P

J.Lz.ca——mbf—“" AL e
Those five knew their identities would begknown)soon enough. They were fingerp

All knew their fingerptints were in FBI files. It was a question of time only before their

full and correct identities would be knowy Jh

The two CREEP employees, James }mCordmmwﬂ, and G, Gordon Liddy,, whe-was

. I I e S

not~then &rrested ant Who was cownsel to the finance committee and head-of the CREEP
my:m_qumm@ been FBL agents, Bekr Barker had worked for the FBI (but
not as a "special agent") at least in Cuba, as a member of Batista's secret ﬁo]:i.ce)ﬂ‘“( /ﬂ/‘ [/’4’
Stwxgis Frank Sturgis/Fiorini had a criminal record. And Eugenigh Martinez and
Virgilio Mz Gonzalez, like all but Liddy, had CIA pasts.
Why, nobody asked, with proper and full identification inegvitable almost in minutes-
and this is exactly what happened - were all silent, not even giving t?eir /éames? Why
did all refused the right to call a lawyer?

The answer is traditional in intelligence operations. First of all they provide&"

,

thése precious moments for covers to be built and strings to be pulled. If the whole y

story had blown up to begin with Nixon would have been blown up and out of the White

House with it. And strings were pulled. fegardless of the omissions in all official

explanations and investigations, Hunt and Liddy went to work immediately. Counsel was

JotesT,
arranged and at the very the White House was informed less than two hours after

the arrests. LMMMW@&M where it was-also



Hunt did say this, and with some contempt, in his second appearance on Bill Buckley's

show, broadcast May 12, 1974. If it was not missed by the press, it vas ignoredo
24

“\

John Mitchell, who had been Attorney Ueneral and was running the campaign, was \
o~ N
inforned{breaifast-tine that very morning, via Liddy's call ik Trow Yalifornia/@€r®
ot — - do what L
) went orders to s® get Richard Kleindinest, the) Attorney General, to dmwxaht he
s

A Gl _
couldo (From that moment on Kleindienst obstructed justice because he Mand C T
A 5
because he did nothing about Liddy's involvement when it is Liddy, personally, who sought
Ynaq I, (977)
him out on the Burning Tree Go} golf course and told him.(Kleindinest ledel copped a 2

cream-puff plea when he had commited felonies, pleﬂ:ling guilty to a single misdemeaan

- Lyt “) oind 1 P OnTune Flenthncing .
Gﬁay 1?50 19742 The sentence <3 mny,ﬂ] %hr T e

f-f-Dufr‘w} uvt Court Goore L Hot actaid f)m;w{/nm_ffni/ﬂ/;;nd/mf me/‘fZi?fﬂ'f)ﬁﬁﬂ)
L %) J{;yrﬁ Ly | ‘ eq @ filin M}wjma Wi whitionwashed avd v @

The trhditional behavior of experienced spooks caught in the act did buy time for

their principals. It did not help them, But this is not because they did not expect it.

They did believe that the pulled strings would unlatch the jail doors. Hunt expressed this

expectationi in explaining the traditional workings of intelligence on that second

pwd M G Loyt wvnmy.
Byckley show. Again the press, then contorted with Nixon's transcripts and the questions ’ijl(j

[ A
'ﬂ““’i of his and others' knowledge and involvements, was without interest and did not

\:) report ite.
Nor did anyone ask why funt alone disappea.redb Liddy did not, yet he was supposedly
in charge of both the ovenj'a CREEP spy oreration and the break-in itself. Whpeddd WEht
] (2

ULa did DEdn‘xJ h‘ 5 wohe o Ehy hé*h N“ur; " "“Ii‘J fo ‘f'&l”i(-m"} WW% Plee Tha gpu»j"vy ?
aloge disappesr? Not one of those in the White House or at CREEF who knew or were inveived— <

) 1
o p—— T T
went on the lam, and there were many, some later charged and jailed.
m Hunt did not expect to spend the rest of his life in hiding. He, too, was buying
time and working on "arrangements." He, too, was giving others precious time., But why
'M/ o
y he and not Liddy? Of course (one of$%hem had te-sbey around and work on deals and be
a communications center, which also entailed some flying. ‘his does not explain why Liddy
w o aliirs cowld have govl
s id that(and{Hunt' for all practical purposes meltede

Actually, he was never really out of touch with home base,



ERexasxtziayort s reE s

Much later in the day the bureaucracy worked as it is supposed to and the FBI and

tegtified to suffe P
Secret Service notified Ehrlichman and Butterfield. Helms a characteristic

Fy

spock failure of memory about when the CIA was informed and about his being told, but if

also was that day.

R
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‘\

‘ﬂa‘.
Liddy was anything but disassociaﬁ% or Nixon and the White House., Liddy had been "'-.r- S

S

in charge of the White House's similar operation, the Special investigations Unit,

self-nicknamed The Plumbers, before he and that operation were shifted to CREEF.

This is pretty olece leon,/m'nte Hou.se connections :
Dhﬂ ﬂ%nifc,yﬂ]kﬂnﬂf Q/}’I/ﬂlﬁw
The—onty answer is that Hunt'r wag even cl oseE mplications of
Hunt's activities - CIA. ,erg(/#“,z -ﬂun“éigi/
rm——— ezl
Despite all the lying about it, which worked,(ﬁun‘b was a employee at
' :

the time of the break-in., He was Nixon's agent when he, personally, planned the details
of the CREEP operation for Liddy to present to Midchell fotr afficial approvale
To the La%;:ﬁm%e of Hunt's testimony before the Watergate committee, it and the
press kept describing Hunt as a "former" White House employeee at the time of the
break-in, repeating faithfully and while knowing better what was the first keystone of
the Nizon/White House defense, the Clawson caper. In that testimony lfe{rgescribed how he
had done Liddy's planning, but by that time it made no difference.
But not until the end, when it also then made no difference, was he asked, as
what appeared to be an afterthougi, by Chairman Sam Ervin if he had not been on the
White House payroll on June 17, 1972. funt testified that he was. The White House actually
fired him several days later. The press which reported this also reported that he lmﬁ not
Sl ¢ Ni¥im had P he clis asSec 1 dbed forvg Hant @nif fhe
then—been Nixon's spy in residence. trivnes immedigtyl 3 ft was & €ipst
This-was-an—cawdy essential to Nixon's survival, to hiEunimpeachment.
So was one of Bennett's great favars, actually saying that Hunt was so busy am
with the work of and so essential to the Mullen agency that he could not have had much
characterization
time for any of this "third-rate burglary," the imuediate White House desmaipkim
that was designed to dissassociate i‘l&m In tﬁis and in other wayé?eunett

performed admirably as public relations man and as disassociator. %o do this he had to

cover himself and his business white by giving good information while practising the
black art of disassociations@wA %%M? s
He told The Wa Post q-une 21 that he knew nothing at all about the matter
and "I take at face value" his "only comment" from Hunt, " a flat denial that he was s

Metn)
anywhere, the Watergate Saturday night," the night of the breask-in. o



He .’;old Doyle and Sarro of the Star on the 22nd., the bit about Hunt's ind:i.sepnsibili(ty

to the firm, and that the loss of this "closer Look" HE contract, which "amounted t6 . ..

~ =

slightly over $100,000 a year," was life or death beca the contract was so sensitive: - T

a matter.e..los§ of it could mean the end of his firm," whon Mot Wit pent, eTher
guarter S alapmies ond 5o mury ofhe®

When Hunt's selerey sed#y salary alone took a &‘:.-Jlth of this, whea—ho—ha&”expense?
Jall
and, this, while (tg‘l: all, was imrediately knowj, the press played it straight, "objectivity"

for it and the accompanying lied]. .

the atbone being able to get
There was the same objectivuty with &g’z/one dealing with m

. Nixon
Julie/Eisenhover to do a 30-second TV spot for the H&I cont act with HEW - in an electiion

PRl

year yetlf :
"We could not/lm%e to do it if Howard hadn t been a White House consultanto \

P N
We thought it was quite a coup." (Star 6/22/72) ' /M:e/r -

HEW couldn't do it? It wouldn't ha.ve been possible with the ncy s long history
o gns ! ? Nﬂ’ b:uuu reglly wea &frme r-altﬂf
of favors for and activities in Nixon's d

Mone g o Bennstl's prrjmd White lfwje,—#hunljw L have dme &Y Not his Jpnafer fsther) Not his
atiracted -no-attentien; Bermettls

M(ﬂ)

~persen setting up of %ed fronts for the hiding

of Nixon re-election money? The White House wouldn t have grabbed at the exposure of the

e e ey
President's daughter imxsmxeisetismxyesy in a genuine public service, promoting good works,

f b roetrovtn "
with mmxhmexf his re-election pending? /‘/p ﬁ”’rf”’"r o ”“‘J“ "

Nor did anybody gag on why the ‘resident's daughter of all people was selected by
_
the Wit President's consultant and tl:e agency so long involved in his political life,
w e b Cbnﬂ’-vﬂngx iw/‘
"In the piiblic's mind she's a schoolteacher," Bemxm sai /23/72)
b 7

Julie, who had been able to teach /QIQ_‘LM in Jacksonville, Pam, Florida hefore //

she broke a foot and had to stop,"was the most prominent teacher we could find."(Star 6/23/7 )
e

When this kind of transparent lying didn&'t stop the presses in spontaneous protesty -

spokesmen
Bennett mmw and ﬁm White “ouse/and others leaking behind the scenes could get avay with

ﬁl’ltfﬂ O W HUhNgLeStar
—%ﬁ?‘ﬂﬁn‘él But they dared not take M’ﬁweﬁ, so thgy put some truth out with the I‘:Lction,

(A BW\ PW”["'\H S PL'PL-h‘«ncdsimJ"m whw Al

alﬂays@wn’p]i@ (’)O'g,«/{/ : o W “..._...i_.___....

Hunt was hired by Mullen on May / 1970 retirement from CIA because EExEsGCHYiier #”/
of the "endorsement" of Richard Helms, then Director, “entral Intelligence, “unt gave him s



(There are many proofs of the Bennett-White House intimacy a'nd that he dealt directly
with those at the top, not through Hunt, when he did not want to go through Hunt. One is a
srExtdenanzmmmsat July 29,1971/ frmodixk memo from Haldeman to Colson, which limns
Bhite House special interests and the intrusion of the FBI into political matterse by reads,
in part, "According to Bob Bemnett, his father remarked that when Pierre Salinger was a €
candidate for the U.S.Senate, the FBI ran a check on hime..I'm broadminded | sic]

enough to wont to read it. This would be very useful d& in completenting the investiga:t-'rnng__‘

—

tion De lotte is pursuing... " Salinger had been press secretary to Democratic Presidents

Kennedy and Johnson.) [ ﬁ(pyf/ é/27/ 7 3 )



During the preceeding days a little more had come out fq.'-om official sources and
from Bennett, who fed the prews with skill and care,
&M‘nt
On londay the 19th Hunt's name dnd fx‘mmbers in the Cubans' addressbooks was dis@

closed, which led to Bennett. Hunt was still in Washington, slthough the press and the FBI

e wront in Wlmg .
managed not to catch up with him., Despite all the talk abou‘t\ﬁm‘m&a@&. o

\-,__‘

Confronted with the connection and pretending ignorance of it all, Bennett told the
press Tuesday the 20th that "he had been unszble to reach Hunt since his name became
entangled in the mystery ofler who tried to bug the Demccrats and w 9‘: tsmés that
day's Star's fifth-run story put ity "Today his present employer, a Washington public
relations firm that has specializedr in work for Republicans, anhounced that Hunt would be
suspended tomorrow morning unless he has shown up."

{The "specialized in work for Republicans" part is a more credible explanation of
Bennett's concern for the futu:+f his firm tha{|possible lose of the HEW contracty

"It is a safe assumption he knows he is in the news storiesj" Bennett continued
before asking,"What the hell is going on?"

He also 8834 the-Staw that Hunt had been scheduled to go to New Yotk on company work,
which amount§ to another kind of covering Hunt because Bennett knew that in faet Hunt was in
New Yorke Accidentally the Star helped the disassociation /Zut by describing Bennett as
Hunt's "present employer," which ﬁ‘mplies fupther that Hunt “ the White louse.

"Haybe I'm being paranoid," Bennett told the Star, "but I felt I had to act."

He was indeed being something, but it was not paranoid.

What he £ earzzz‘dmitting he downpl:yed in explaining how Mullen hired Hunt to begin
withs

"I think I'm right in rvecalling that lMrs Helms and lir, Mullen knew each other, and
fire Mullen was looking for a writer about that time...Mr. Hunt has a long background of
writing abilitye. That's what he did for?é\ the CI4,"

Novel thought that Hunt's xmy politcal spy trash was what he did for the CIA. Or
that this is the kind of "writing ability" required by a public relations agency. Yr the
reality, that a life-long black-arts operator with a side-line in propaganda novels is the

ideal man to handle the an account the purpose of which is te-attreet—tho—irterest—ei—the -



inform the handicapped of the fuderal programs that could help them.

And that Hunt had been recommended by the CIA's Director? (Helwmmzimstifiedzmphersxz

he persenel office o Jm_helpedwghce—ﬁun‘ﬁc—(——
' g) before the Senate Watergate committee Au&ust 2, 1973 (BH32321f )

he-gave the tmpression—that—the £k s personnel- oi:i;ee—hel—ped—pi-ace"ﬁmt The iuport is
Lot Ww— o

sm&ﬁ that Hunt had to be placed-with liullen, that he had had no previous connection,
I #P Helms'.
Only Helms was disassicatagg hirself from the record Bennett had made of his Dersonal
connection. et 2

The fact is that bskk neither I*Iu.llen nor Helms m—m:thft&m N e

Bennett

Mutien was working on his own disassociation. Having said that if Hunt did not
show up on the 20th he would "suspend" him, on the 2ist he announced the suspension.
Thereaf ter he graduslly disappeared from the news, as did mention of his agency's name,

Da:gg&a Disassociation was everybody's pboblem because everyone counected with Hunt's

Cowdile

project was connected with the crimes and wed criminally liableen. /puc rﬂ-b. 7{741«6&4

Hunt knew it and this was his trump.

Everybody else knew that Hunt knew it and this was their worrye

If Hunt talked they were all done in.

But nobody knew if Hunt would talk, so everybody had to be careful until he was no
longer a question mark.

So, everybody was careful and hedged every statement, not to get caught in a lie if
Hunt did talk and not to offend him to provoke him into talking.

ﬁr#fnﬂ 1 .
ﬁ . s statement beginning with, "I think I'm right..." and the tlawson scheme

P |

of t.E-mf_uug the flate of the last check issued to Hunt u:rth the last date of his employement Vi
sk

to make it appear was without White Hpuse connection while he still hacd an office there

and in fact was still on the payroll. :

Then press secretary now promoted to close Bixon confidant Ron Ziegler followed
Clawson with one that is an example of Nixonian cuteness with semantics, a hedged statement
with which he got away:

"I don't know where Mr. H#’xt has been. He's not beg in a consulting role with the



the White House for months.", SFExam 6/ 20/72)

[

Throwing in the verbiage "consulting role" is the key. Thds enabled Ziegler to lie
White House office
while seeming not to lie. Hunt had been in hisdoffice the day before this story appeared,

the very day of Clawson's deceptiion, And if Ziegler and Clawson didn't know it is only

LAy bt TE ) i
because they didn't sk(’ﬂﬁﬁi left a time bomb(behind fand a warning/ as weX shall see.™
; These official lies are the Nixonian practise and with The Watergate the only means

of his survival. They are not haphgzard. They ure practised, with full dress rehearsals(r -
before performance. The bunch mostc/i:ue&#ed zets together, (%.Eﬁng Nixon, and they run ="
thrpough all the questitns that can come up and how they can lie their way around them. o
They try to avoid overt lying but when there is no alternative, they lief. But their
preference is for semantics, seeming not to lie while having ®mik the intent and the
need«P1 A 4"V'MWWVV“(’ +]M (2 W ;
On some occasions these dress rehcarsals for seeming not to lie were tape recorded.
John Dean delivered one that survived to the Senate committee, which publised it in
facsimile. (J H %5 2¥*” )
14 olussas o 1itbun

Without Hunt's disappearance meme—oi~this @ould have bee:{ Z;;sslble. He knew it and
(it ot
they knev it and he and they were never out of contact, despite what appuared in the
media. Hunt's moves were not only k:nown,/ there is substantial reason to believe they
were directed., Ufjly because there never was any real investigation can there be any
uncertainty. In reality I believe there is nonee
These are all tough characters. At that moment they were also desparate.
Somehow Nixon had gotten away with the first and vital =kep move in disassociating
himself, but that meant obstructing justice, a crime for him and all involved in it.
The first step is like something from a fable. It is the pretense that the caught crime
was not Nixon's because Nixon had nothing at all to do with his personal re-election
machine, the one he personally established outside the regular, traditional. party machine,
the Republican National Comrittee. CREEP was Nixon's baby but he actually Ma;iith
pretending they were strangerse So, with this, that caught Brime was pinned on CREEP,
not him, and the press and politicians stood still for it, actually helping it alon;,
with this Eéfsr,acceptanceo



y hdired”
Once thm Nixon got away with mda-eet lying about Hubt, when the time came the lie
was unequivocal. It was also under oa‘i b%his man in charge of converting the machinery,

un ¢ honerd
power and money of government and government contrac¥ into 3 his re-electiopp Fedtla

* ped—¥atek, The initial leak of the Watergate comrdttee's belief Malek had crossed over
into crime #id rot come until the-weskemixsf begisnig Saturday, June 8, 1974, dong after

. —  ams -
that committee's last hearing and without its ever having kesl held & public hearing & gt

in, Malek was

any aspect of that criminality. So, Malek wes protected and lixon was ags

an important figure in The Watergate crimes but markablriittle 1 &/ ’ gven after

Nixon shifted him from personal staff to be assistant director of the Office of Management

) d Budget,
@ ,;\,VXI‘, M’19‘?3,
R Phe House Appropriations committee was hold(hearings on giving Nixon the traditional
#s5emid1,500,000 for the presidents' "special projects" —i‘un;}_. (Congress finally backed
3

down after initial rejection and gave it to Nixon againo)‘..H& was %& from this fund.

Roybal
Asked during the hearing by Democrat Edward R (right),"Was Mr. Howard
that 2 —
Hunt paid out of this fund for special projects on the day (of Pbie so-called . '

-

burglary occurred?" Malek said he'd have to check the records and would file a written
statement. In it he began with a lie, went to ai{ avoidance, and was allowed to get away
with it:

"¥r, B, Howard Hunt was employed by the White House as a consultant from June 6, 1971
to April 1, 1972. In regard to the alleged burglary, this matter is currently under in-
vestigation by the Senate Select Committee on Presidential Campaign Activities  The Water-
gate éommittee_l and we would prefer not to get into these matters concerning the ongoing
Watergate investigation."

Perhaps "June" is an error by UPI, from whose July 25, 1978 story this ic quoted.
But April 1, which is close enoughf to Clawson's March 29 and far enough from June ?’ 17,
is a lie if not perjury.

But nobody, even at that late date, really cared, so the Congress let Nixon get

JE—
away with it, maxk still another part of his unimpeachment.
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But the ineptness that characterizes everything the§eé revanchist Cubans do made, .. \"L

it impossible to hide Hunt. Szulc's part it in sicceded during the most c\:lﬁ:l.tcal period S’

of the improvising of the cover and the disassociation but Hunt's name and White House ED
connection, as all involved knew was inevitable, d1d come out on the 1 ?P, two days aft;r f‘.:;__

Blo veends wero e bested (34 71579) Tohndoon e ho drooted £ The potref, ” aliays 4ssu 001 "ot

—————the erime, By them there had been these dress s rehearsals for tue cover stories.xliffﬁ;

stories were put out and were accepted. This "objectivity" that is anything but objective

e Wn gty ik Frua
because it means publishing 11;§\

de acceptance possible, ?t
provided adequate cover for all the silent politiciéans.

After all the deals were setL_hehind the scenes these tough charactergwere cutting
each other's throats. That also became their survi ‘gﬁedfe ' /B

~

Bennet#%rovides a suitable illustrationiﬁéi;i;;ﬁ%%%%%iﬁﬂ’can help understandfﬁﬁat
forces were at work in these critical first days of Hunt's disappearance so he could be ';//”/
disassociated and so he could look out for himself,

In documents Dean f?mduced for his Senate Watergate comnittee testimony there is a
memo from Hgldemsn to him dated January 18:_E§§§:?971 asking for "an inquiry into the e T
relationship between Larry O'Brien and Howard Hughes." O'Brien then had a public relations
firm, He was to become Democratic chairman for the campaign. When he took the Hughes

retainer he announced it publiely, so it was no secret. The #c pretended secret that was

not secret was from Nixon's bosom pal Hebozo, who attributed it to Maheu., "Pebe further

WA &Y

indicgted that he felt he could acquire some docymentation gf given a little time,"
?%bcumentatlon“ can't refer to the public amneuncement 0'Brien had made.

]
A

Dean spoke to Bennett, who "felt confident that if it was necessary to document the
retainer with O0'Brien he could get the documents."

Ba If this is not ludicrous, it is sinister. In the Nixon White House the two were

INDISTIHENISHADLE,

of ten inseparable,

Haldeman's instructions were,"You should keep in touch with Bob Bennett as well as
looking for other sources of information...Once Bennett gets back to you with his final
report, you and Chuck Colson should get together and come up with a way to leak the

appropriete informationo...However, we should keep Bob Bemnnett and Bebe out of it at
all costs." Pow‘ i /{/73)



Ok

. .
; ' N
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Whether or not this was the beginning of that wild scheme to Greenspun's f :

safe, it shows the real relationship between Bennett and all Nixon's cbsest and provides

a means of evaluating whatever Bennett sayse It also shows Bennett's morals and ethics.

It was somehow mimiwm evil, if this White House business of 0'Brien and Hughes means no more
thapyis on the surfack, m for O'Brien and Hughes to have any relatiogship, no matter how
have (helevm bel and
open and normals But at the same time it is perfectly proper for Benneti;t to be laundering
Hughes secret contributions to Nixon.
With Hunt emitt=of out of the way, not available for interviewing or questioning,

he was sanitized by the White House, whose real purpose was cleansing itself,

Hunt's initist initial emplyment date was shifted from July 6 to August, the apparent
reason being to hide the fact that he was rushed onto the payroﬂl, before the FBI cemem
completed its security check. His job was "to help declassify the fentagon papers," mnjc,be’
words of one syndicated account. 1t continues, "Clawson said Hunt later contributed
intelligence on drug smuggling in the Far Bast and evaluated other narcotics information
for the White House Domestic “Youncil." (CDN 6/21/72)

The papers were entirely uncriticals ‘hus tAis and the Mullen story about Hunt's work
fot the CIA having becn restricted to writing were never compared and questions were
never asked about their incompatibility.

It had been too risky for Bemnett to try to limit the Mullen-CIA relationship to
personal acquaintance between Mullep and Helms, so he had let it drop that pears ago

. for the CI4,
Mylg@en had done a small public mm/for Radio Free Cuba, “obody cared about
something of which they had never heard, fadio Free “uba. But if the newspaper libraries
had been check #hat I quoted from the papers in Oswald in New Urleans would have been
apparent, that Radio Free Cuba was part of the CIA“Free Cube Comrittee ’fand that funding

was a secret half-million dollars a yeare

Here again is the imprtance of Tad Szule's ploy in suppressing what he learned

S - o
imrediately about Hunt, mssuming—he—had-ne prior knewledge, his dishonest reporting the
day after the break-in at Democratic headquarters.

Another journalistic failure encouraged the White House, Bemnett, the CIA and all others



These charactermsare not only tought and desparate, they are totally unscrupulouse ..
M,
‘\."

When it became obvious that it was a question of time only before there was some ‘\\‘.

public exposure of the whole Nixon-Hughes stinkt éennett practised "public relatisns" again.
He gave Anthony Ripley of its Washington bureau an interview The New York Times published
April 28, 1973. The Senate investigation was then certain, as was further prosecution,

Ripley's story begins with the flat assertion that the Greenspun purglary was

"never carried out." But—the—Fimes—had-printed an account of it several years earlier,
i catarmasced-sotosse T4 |
—3n this—interview Bennett suid the-wheole-idea was Hunt's-and that he had not suggested
TTIt——
"Hunt told him he had heard through underground channels that Hank Greenspun, pub-

lisher of the las Vegas Sun, had papers in his safe that would be'very damaging'to Senator

Muskie, " % WAeKe.

"You have to know about Hunt,"Bennett told him."He made things up...led me to believe
he had instructions he didn't have..."

Ripley lacked curiosity about why White House instruction to Hunt, real or facnied,
should have any meaning to Bennett, who supposedly was not con.ected with anything,

Now this is diametrically opuosite Hunt's quoted sworn testimony givenlggiggiéhiaa
It does relate to a crime and it was within the purview, indeed, the charge, of the
Senate's Watorgate committees Why it didn't put Bennett under oath and thedhave a court
testing of swore falsely and committed perjury - or having one back
down and tell the truth - only that committee can - but wonit — explain,

Bennet} knowing this, apparently was unworried. Or worried enough to risk it, Or
certain of prosection.

Extra space



This was false. On liay 23 the Times headkine read "Greenspun Says Hughes File Was
Sought," And the lead, the opening paragraph, has Greenspun "charging" that "a burglary
attenpt was madee"eos"

However, Bennett accomplished his purposes. e got the story out that it was all

Hunt's sillinessf and that he had not suggested it:
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involved in the assorted crimes and with Hunt to risk the danger of being caught in

covering up.No reporter ever put the available facts together and purseed them or
guestioned the right people.

All those immediately identified were connected with CIA and the Bay of Pigs. All

SIS

were also con.ected with the Nixon campaign organization. Hgp Hunt was connected with
kadk the Cubans, the White House and with Mullen/Bennett.

No guestions? None about Bennett's connections with the White House? “one about
whether he or Mullen had any older, more recent, current or any kind of CIA connection?

Honeo Not even when what Szulc suppressed did come out, that Hunt was the CIA's
top political operative on thejgay of Pigs.

Hunt really is not that good a spook. He did not hide himself that well, And he
left more scent for trailing bloodhounds than a bitch in heat. The tragedy is that there
were no bloodhounds,

This tragedy is compounded by the dishonesty of the FBI's investigation and that
of all subsequent investigations. Pat Yray,smixaiX then acting head of the FBEI and one of
the victims of The Watergate, and all the top people in the Department of Justice and
the local federal prosceutors all combined to limit the case to the simple burglary.
Thus in his confirmation hecarings Gray testified that no other leads were followed and
no orders were given to the agents to follow any. The opposite is true, They were told

cled wik o ot cinfol

to stick to the simple case that ;2§%~h&ﬂanaﬂréfter the election, baving been stalled
that long by Mixon's administration for Nixon's re-election mid survival. Nonetheless, it
is certain that the FBI learned an enormous amount, partéculaﬁheater when it was no longer
possible to avgid the other and mpych more serious Nixonian crime, More so when a succession
of Congressional committees showed investigatory interest and when the select comuittee
was appointed by the Senate. Committees anu their staffs are unpredictable, One maverick
could blow everything.

Still further is this tragedy compounded by the character of the Senate investigation,
It could not hold the 1lid on everything, but it did hide as much as-dit-gewed. The sctual

oy cite mand= '

record is quite thﬁropposite of the dmems of seeing all this incredible stuff on live

TVo IWhat came out is little that had not alveady come oute etails were added but not



much more.

Inherent in this is a covering of the CIA. Congress always does thate There hadn't
Sehgre'”
been a meeting of the misnamed "oWersight" committee in years. -S:e-r—thﬂe-ﬁas,—-aaé%

S ——

here had not been "oversi t of the CIi for thD
ﬁ ) any &h i

1on period of time. One published aocount had it from %_-;é_signatlon of the late

Senator Richard B. Russe;mﬁhwe coruittees of both houses
beginning
held secret hearings on the CIA's Watergate involvement before the special Watergate
A nA (Al \{m ﬂh“[
committee, early in 1973, But not until Friday, June 7, 197&16:5.(1 the “enate vote to

f

approve giving the special prosecutor the transcripts of these hearings and related
materials — and then under classified procedures, meaning continuing secrecy.(Post 6/8/74)
What this reallj%%t}mt all the protections, all the institutions of society
failed. In their failure lay Nixon's success in being unimpeached.
So, retracing the Hunt scent after it has vaporized and when Xkxkax the trail has
been covered by everyone, beginning with Hunt, Bennett, the CIA, the White House, the

n M W 1 ’
FBI and police and later the Congress, cannot be done with assurance ol compl?a enéssy

silene _
But to the degree it can be done it should be because &k e it his was vital

to the ecentral new crime of obstructing justice invo.ving so meny frem beginning with

Nixon and descending through &9/ hain of command that z.nitialﬁ.ly did only as expected

or ordered. ,
- warded mone of A
Hunt gave one version to the uvncouwrious Watergate comnndittee in publ:.c. opted not
i, b S ng,f

W ut g
to gpinto told it in secret. #md Bennett was questioned about it by m ;.1

The limited retracing now possible 4serves to illustrate the deliberate avoidance of

any full investigation, particularly by the Watergate committee, EHE
with

It is perhaps best begun bot at the beg:.mxing,"ﬁ'?l!’a duplication of the initial
M\f’lﬂ 2% ey r’L« C = s N v s

rvices to hiding 3] performed by Tad Szule in suppressing what he was told the day

after the caught cnme.’q 7

Hunt, he wrote July 2/111 a story published by the Times -"3‘uly 3, "now being sought by
the Yederal Bureau of Investigation...was reliably reported today to have fled to Europe

1t
and possibly to SpeinW’I‘his report came from persons close to lr, Hunt."
M

"Persons close to Hunt“ can be anyone, from Szule's imagination to officials. Whoever
K



When there had been it was a ueaningless formslity because aanreal oversight of a vast
intelligence system that is semi-autonomous can;t be anything else, because Congess is
obcessed with "national security" and keeps the CIA's nasty secrets and because every-
thin. is "national security" to the CIA and its semi=captive, overhurdeded Congressional

Bupposed watchdogse

# %f/a ‘ﬂrﬁ PR ol ftii/é whre 4 m v [kt Dal it resle.



Szulc was quoting was a l& liar with a purpose.

Of the few things not in question about Hunt's hegira one is where he was .I uly 3e
It was not Spain, not Burope. It was Washington, the city from which Szulcirrote_-end-'
quoted—his anonymeus—sources.

The only people not deceived by this falsehood are those who really were "close to"
Hunt and the FBI and prosecution, The press, whose traditional pursuit of its traditional

igmediste

function here was essential if any of the truth was to come out in time, was the shief
victim of the deception. It would not look for Hunt, especially not in Washington. It
would seem to be a fair inference that this was the intent of the deception because
officialdom was not deceived.

In this story Szulc managed to cover for the FBI again, saying Hunt "spoke" to its
"agents three days after the Watergate raid" but "ref usﬁud to answer any questions." This

vhihe ! %/
also coversthe FBI's failare to charge him as an accessory &nd keep him on tap. It has a
long record of doing this with the politically unpopular, jointly with the Department of
z A
Justice, which then calls the witnessp‘%ndlessly before # grand jurﬁg,{y (Trial megazine,
Department's

1/74 72)The/specialists in this were culpable in The Watergate. They were in the
Internal Security Division,

S0, Szule, an informed and competent reporter, whether or not he had the

) She lFerin%

deliberate intent, W covering a failure of officialdom, a lack of diligence and

a departure from practise that enabled Hunt's flight and all the subsequent obstructions i

of justiceo ) 4
N P L S
Sz.vulc also other and a grossly deliberate and incriminating White House KA ¥

(74 /;'{"‘ f“x’l n P be ™~
lie, i e involvement of the White House in hiding the presence of a wanted man: :
UThe White House has not said whether Hunt had access to his office there after he ‘i\
=
ceased to bg a part-time White House cdnspltant." \
Ih Fepe ai"if'nz .
he official lie, that Hunt had ended 2?. e House employment 10
T3ulc made it Seem ¢ raklble fuat §wmt hed [0 f g b Aa s prrm pirasitly

weeks earlier, ac; -tha

to his office more than once,

tbat/né had spoken to a number of White House employees and left imperative messages.



How Szulc alone amonme hundreds of reporters &H—&r&a&é—the—eeﬂnﬁ'rmanaged
to play these key roles for the Department of Disinformation ,( one of Hunt's reported’l ,
CIA functions and one of his unquentionable ones for Hixon) is as mysterious as it is?a;{h r
Compared with the best reporting — and all of it was exceptionally accurate - his
becomes more conspicuops. Once the Times decided to pay attention to Thw Watergate its

work was excellent if inco?;Jlete. ind the Post's was so exceptionally good and accurzte

rl}t
that it deserved the “ulitger it 551;. But like the ‘imes, its reporting also was incomplete,
(Ea=e e -
F——*ﬂﬁ t - A
largely restricted to a(second agreemend with what some involved official lesked to ite .
argely restric a agree yz4“:;§?J#

o

Conflicts in accounts of where Hunt was and what he did during this disappearance ;/
are in themselves important because of the quintessential urgency that he be unavailabi;
Therefore, the conflicting accounts are presented.

Hunt's Watergate testimony of September 24 and 25, 1973 (9H3662 ff) begins with a
prepared statement from which he read as faithfully as the court reporter transcribed
the stenographic notese. (I have compared both.) Indirectly, in his prepared statement,
he specified that as of the time of the raid he was working for Nixon. However, the point
in guoting hinm directly is to describe his functions as he described them. ﬁ}; 9H3663)

"From the time I began working at the White House until June 17, 1972, the day of the

second Watergate entry, I engaged in essentially the same kind of work L had performed
for the CIA." /,ka‘ hesis ¢t h’F)

The first Watergate entry was on May 27, or after the fulse White House statements
about ﬁ'unt‘s separation from it,‘ﬂu_ Seud. June /1.

’ physical and

"I was trained in the techniques of/electronic surveillance, photography, document
forgery, and surreptitious entry into g%.rded premises for photography#g and installation
of electronic devices, I participated in and ‘@d responsibility for a number of such
entries and I had knowledge of many others. To put it umnista.hably;l was an intelligence
officer - a apy~ for the Government of the United States." (p. 23 (h3662)o \ |

To put this "unmistakably," Hunt was taking nouchances on any other misrepresentations
of his White House or Mullen careers. His most probable motive was to keep the pressure
on the deals he had long since made and he was living up to. lt was part of his continuing

enforcement of these dealse



He followed this iumediately with an explanation @& and justification of the deals,

not leaving that to chance guestioning, eithers

"When covert operations imwm by the United States or other nations have been exposed
c0oNOtoeoNCONION. s it has been universally the practise for the operation to be dis-
avowed and covered up. Usually, this has been done by official intervention with law
enforcement authorities. In addition, the employing governments have paid legal Remx
defense fees, Salaries and family living expenses have been continued. Former CIA

Director Helms has testified before this committee in regard to some aspects of this e '

practise." C/ :

Hunt's testimony is truthful and without exaggeration. With the CIA it extends to
o1 wild st
contr.ct rether—than regular, full-time employees. The most convenient illustration, whieh

ot fhe. too G rper1£-693,
has-beer well reported, is thexpayimyg continuing support of the families of aviators

uped—amd lost in the Bay of Figs. It is done indirectly, ythrougl. the
CIA's cover on that operation, the Doubl-Chek corporationd Hunt's claim is legitimate
and traditional, with all countries.

When his entire opening statement was less than six pages of %& double-spaced,
wide-margined typing, it is apparent that his emphasis on these matters he wanted to be

. . ) redlyiAs
certain were in the official record their importance to hime In them aside
from his own defense then and in further trials and hearings to come he was medimx
iM b
end many false cover stories. e was not a writer with CIA but "a spy." His work for
the White House was not gonsulting" by spying and other dirty tricks. It had not

| aup fesShess ey

ended before the raids and he made explicit his other orzimimsl-—sets were all when he was
officiglly Nixon's agent.

He was correct in assumiing official lack of interest in large areas of his record.

The questioning did not go :Lntoﬂ in fact skipped‘ehis disappearance as—sueh, Counsel

[
Samuel Dash's relevant questioning begen with Hunt's last visit to his White House office,
J I
in the open flaylight of Monday, June 19 (SES@S%} (9H3698) then to, "Now, did you

hear from lMr, Liddy during this period of time?"
"Toward midday on the 19th I got e\teleph.one c¢all from him at my Mullen Co, office

saying that he needed urgently to meet me, We met" on Pennsylvania Avenue and "walked



LA

(In passing, particularly because Hunt is articulate and is a life-long wordsmith,
his ereful choice of worlts in, "Frou the time I begen working E._t the White House"
should be noted. Actually, he worked in two offitfs(m%':ﬂ; the White House" but in the
Executive Vffice Building. He never worked at the White House, If this is not dismissed
as & careless error, which is even less likely when he prepared it in advance a.nd}w and
his lawyenm went over itcfnrﬂ e, it sugeests a distinction between k@ work for
the White House and hi® work when he was an of ficial White House employee, It is a strong
if oxceedingly subtle hint that his White House work was not limited to Mimss the time

he was officially on its payroll.)



around the block. e.ohe told me that it was necessary for me to get out of town, that 'they'
wanted me to get out of town,"

When Dask asked if Liddy identified "they" he dropped it fwith Hunt's answer, &n
inv:i.tatioﬂ{;w pursue it, "Not at that time." This says Liddyfffiﬁi.df:g f;nother timeo
In his bobtailing Dask asked, "in fact, vou did leave Washingtonee. and did you ultimately
go to California?" Hunt agreed.

Instead of asking for explanations Dash testifies for Hunt,’At that time, did you
make arrangements to obtain counsel?" Hunt's response is "I obtained local counsel in
California, but not Washington counsel."

Hobody seemed interested in asking w Hunt went all the way out to Califormia to

Coliforniu Lo "
get leeal counsel only when he would have had no need W
had he not gone there to begin witho He could have gone anywhere, could have hidden himself
well in or near Washington.

"T was staying at the home of an attorney, an o0ld friend named Forton B. ‘Juckson,“
Hunt then testified., "Mr., Liddy appeared there unannounced on June 21. I reiterated my
request xkmt to him that he or somebody obtain counsel for ne in the Washington area.

Mr, Liddy gavi $1,000 to me eand said, thiﬁr will help with Jackson,"

In wha-tg’ j“:;:;é Dash asked,ifxmixmn "did Mr, Jackson refer you to any Washington
lawyer?" #o=whieh Hunt responded, "In duve course,he did." This means not immediately.
Yackson xe "referred me some time later to two attorneye, neither of whom were known to,

I believe, either Mr. Jackson or myself."

Y This &

74V d il
- n/engaged WitPredsm William Bittman, who he first met the night of "uly 3

in Washington,"

Dash, a law professor and former MNr, District Attorney in Philadelphia, was without

Wurh
interest in %too much. How did Liddy know where Hunt was to "sppear out, there unannounced?"
( é i Mﬂm& | e
Why go to California to get a Washington lawyer? Why ask a man who didnét ow one)
]

could recommend? How did Jackson learn about two he also didn t know? Whyd did Liddy
go all the way accross the country? All Hunt describes, all he was asked about, could
N
have been done by phone mail, safely. (9H3690) & 7 ‘)/4-
=N
’WQ’ Liddy % agﬁg_ggum;ems about "how counsel fees, living expenses, and so forth,



Here a series of interrelated facts should ne noted, Humt did pot leave Washington
for two days. Had he wanted to on his own, he could have, He is well-connected in Washington.
He could have obtained a lawyer to his satisfaction during these two days if he believed
he would need one - or that one would not be supplied. But he did not leave and he did not
engage counsel. This has to mean that he felt no need to leave or for counsel or that
counsel would be supplied automaetically, the point he included in his opening statement,
It also suggests that if he had not been ordered to leave failure to provide counsel
made him apprehensive so he left not on the lam but to be unavailable until arrange-
ments that satisfied him were made and he received adequate assurances,

A1l of this end the reasons should have interested Dash, It didn't. In avoiding it
when his professional training and experience should have dictated that he explore it
fully and when investigatory curiosity should have prompted diligent questioning
Dash avoided the beginnings of the obstructing of justice. It is difficult not to believe

political
that this was a Imgai rather than a legal or investigative decision,

If in leaving Hunt was sending some a message, he testified to prompt response-

ay( O i
in a day and accross the conﬁnent
~ A e



are going to be taken care of" by saying “donit worry about that, itS all going to be
taken care of just like the company, or the Agency. To me that megnt in the traditional
CIA or clandestine service fashion." (3694 9H3691) tihﬂ“

Dash wanted to cut him off here and did, but Hunt persisted in volunteering moqg,,ﬁé
asked Liddy, "who is the action officer now?!t And he said it is [Robert)Mardian,..and I
found that encouraging news." lardian was close to Iiitchell and had been Assistant
Attorney Yeneral in charge of internal security undziﬁ;ialfuash sid pped back to, Hunt
in Washington, iznoring all else about his "disappearance." by avoided eveﬁﬂﬁhy of all the
people he knew Hunt went to Jackson, who could not do whet Hunt needed on his own, or
even who Jackson ise It is not because Dash didn't knowe He could not have conducted even
a perfunctory investigation without learning and he ran the comuittee. The lengthy staff
"Witness Suunary" prepared for the committee;s members’altlilx guidance and information
has no breskdown covering Hunt's disappearance and says as little about %ackson as Dash
would have let the record X show had Hunt not insisted and volunteered.

Under "Post Breal-In" on pages 21-2 there is mention of the visit to Jackson and
a foreshortened account of only soma_:é:aess than fulfggtory/ﬁ:;t insisted on getting on
the record. But no real identification of Jacksono Avoidance must be regarﬂed as dqllberate,
not only because the investigation required it but because of th%unus aeeeunt of why

Plew 2,5 Wl

Hunt went(to him and how he provided the names of lawyers he did not knowe

There are three further references to ‘fac;:son in the Hunt testimony, two just
casual, in-passing mentions (9H3698; 9H3783.) But that he was not just another friend
Senator Howard Baker brought out,(9H3754)f

When he asked, "Did Mr. Jackson have any contact with the CIA?" Hunt told him,"At
one time he didy¥ nker asked, "What was his contact" and Hunt said "He was an undercover
agent in Southeast Asia for é/argr 3 years."

And there it dropped. Deade

Established lawyers do not act as plain "undercover agents" in remote areas. "t
would seem that this had to be part of ?écksun's past, probably remote past. And any
leggng/;ontact with any agents from that area, when Hunt was a “atin American and Europe

specialist, also would seem to be in his remote past. Maybe not, but it seems logical



Even though Dash knew from the testimony of many witnesses that “‘ardian had arranged-

Marives i W g i 4:’/
improperly - for FBI reports to be given to Nixon's campaign spies and that he was Lovinm #4148
L%

of the immediate covering up?ﬁ;re again lacked interest and again avoided asking the obvious
questions about this covering up. He kmew that prior to the time about which Hunt was
testifying Liddy had meEmxtm seenlerdien in utter desparation, paranoidally fearful of
what could happen at any minute. Mardian himself had testified to this July 19 and 20, 1973
(6H2345ff), And in his volunteered opening statement he said exactly what Liddy told
Hunt, only in lawyer-like language he preferred to that of the spooksj;X
' . 1972

"I would like it in the record that as of the morning of j?ne—‘i;ﬂil was relieved of
my political responsibilities to the extent possible and eharged with the responsibility
of acting as counsel to the committee [ CREEP], at least as far as Watergate was concerned."
(6H2347)

"The moﬁlng of June 17" is the first possible moment, the monemt of the arrests.

Uninterested,
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e swanbeditg yoturs from Lenuvon, He said na, "it wi

i1 _.f-:J. E’n:w- dnd C,o. ’*uamn' 8 dunng the

York he departed for California.
L.iddy arrived on June 21 came
znd assured Hunt that evu

vould b s hired to represent

: *r""hmq yvoulﬁ be OK The
=<5 and cameras,—so Hunt left, —
lew back to Los Angeles,
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Biftman Retained
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& EENT K .stayed in California about ten éejﬁzt en went to Chicago and stayed

Y Mrs. Hunt came to Chicago
and stayed overnight, leaving the next day. While in Chicago Hunt called
William Bittrnan, an attorney in Washington whose name had been given
to Hunt by Morton Jackson, and asked Bittman whether he would consider
representing him in the matter. A meeting was arranged and July 3
Huant flew to Dulles Airport, met his wife, and they both weut to Bittman's
honie to discuss his legal problems. Bittman was retainced and given a G
$1, 000 retainer by Hunt and Bittman thereupon notified Earl Silbert, the
4 istant U.S, attorney, ol his representation of Hunt

with his wife's cousin, A day or two late

- . -
-

On July 4 Mrs, Hunt info rmied Hunt of several conversations she had had

. with Caddy, who had refused to give her a referral for an attorney to
represent him, how. she went to CRP and demanded to see Paunl O'Bricn,
with whorn she had had sharp words and from whom she dernanded prompt
action on Hant's behalf. ‘



)
it was ignored, and it can&t be if only because this is the one man in the whole country
with whom Hunt hid and consulteds There had to be some reason for Jackson to the
eficlusion of all others and the distance between Washington and Valifornia does not

| ovin
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This is uot the kind of investigation to wawrant wearing those "Uncle Sam" T-shirts

A ) e e R ik ot . -
ecaiie the ra er the ‘elder 3{) respecte)(:onst&tutional expert who was comdttee
chairman became Buch a hit on TV, It _:'_._s__ the kind of non-investigation that was conductede

Until this was clear beyond question, Nixon firstb/hid himself from the people and the
cameras", then, when he did appear, was nervous, swe:‘l{.é:l Zl’ld misspoke himself often. He
was seared until he received this kind of reassurance about his unimpeachment.

It took months for what Paker was up to to become obvious. He overplayed his h:and
later and it then became clear that he was playing Nixon's quarterback in a game that
began immediately, to bleme the break-in on the CIA.

in preparing the members for the public hearing and after extffz}sive ﬁa;ec t questioning
of Hunt and other witnesses, the staff, m%:%&%%@%%a m:zt 600 words
to explain all of Hunt's "post break-in" activities and connections. In the penultinate
paragrpah there w‘;% a line and part of a line, beginning after the word "Hunt", that was
masked by putting a{‘piece of paper over what it was @ desired to hide, Whether the
hiding was from the official source from which I obtained it or by it to hide from me
I do not knowe In context the one"thing that seems entirely impossible is the comuittee's
hang=up gn Nixon's f£aimmx oft-repeated false pretense of "national security." In a sentence

Britmim Byifmen S

dealing with Hunt's retaining of ceunsel and counseX'# contact with the prosecutor, this
has to be impossiblel

Lil- facsimile folse, attached,("b]’

- overly-budy

This is a remarakbly elliptical presentation for/United States Senators to use as
the basis of their work in one of history's most important investigationse It hardly
prepared them for so historie a task that was so fundzmental to any serious inquiry and
to any kind of decent society under representative government,

In time, 211 the ellipsis will become clear,

Caddy is Michael Douglas Caddye. Rafferty is Max Rafferty, another lawyer Caddy phoned.

18 e
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Caddy was Hunt's friend, emergency counsel and not a criminal lawyer. 0O'Brien
was counsel to CREEPR, Why would neither help Hunt get the best criminal lawyer available?
Surely not because they Wa.nted/gg/ ﬁtically-important a figure not to be adequately
represented, or because they wanted to run any unnecessary risks for Nixon and the CREE}?__.

¢(or would bes T
The only reasonable answer is that they knew the mw From any 5
‘L,[man_vm‘a“)’l yVa

» they did not know from #unt's end,/If this is the explanation, their knowledge /

-

QUJJ{WM

had to come from another source.

s

(::H_(;—hadn't even told his wii_'?!»/

This statement and Hunt's testimony where they duplicate makef one wonder about some ,

of what Bennett told reporters about being out of contact with Hunt, It repeats tha\
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Hunt did not hide irmediately. e rlidn't even leave for New York for two dayse

2 White House and “ullen offices, publicly,

on Monday the 19th, the day he walked{on busy Pennsylvania Avem;.g) Euite openly with@

— - ,{k»—*—__‘___"-‘_'/
He mor may not have done any acfual work for Mullen in New York on the 20th, but Ve
did » ol kel dee o,
if he &lso arrived in Los Angeles the same day, it vas close to nifnight of he dd&very . ,
2y
little Mullen "work." _ .

w whes e
Liddy could not have guES:iedM the millions of homes in the United States

Hunt was, so he had to have had some wa,y not of interest to this committse ,Ef lmou:mér /
Wi s sAdym ot “his Hant vl el Iy gy /
If the staff and aah kmew, they kept it secret from the Senators. . J

4
hether or not Huht actually went to Miami comfort Mrs. Barker we will never know,

LL LDM( windd b ar wriwnd "#'p\z,af

fio &

hut he co ve done fm_‘t)—y"mand with an alias he might

{
be impossible to check out. It does, howe ver:f provide an excellent cover for other

travel, and there is reason to believe there was another trip and that it should have been A
w
ot utmost interest 4 any real investigation. ( hoe (
This staff memo wau prepared long after the unnamed "wifle's courfsin” MSB—L/

W win X
figures Not mentioning d not it context is also not consistent with

fully informing the Senators for their historic and #ifficult task. #t is consistent
wit{\ the intent to suppress, as also will become clear,
Adding ’a\a_ll @s/ ‘a is simple arithmetic. Yobody wanted the truth to come out ané.—— u.,.,.‘%
- Bennet .
alim-est—everybody didn't. The White House and and the various imrestiga ors d:.dJl
w

Mullen and the White House lied repeatedly and deceived endlessly about an event that

was indispensible to obstructing justice, which resulted in Nigon's unimpeachment. The

press and the “ongress and the prosecutors and the rest of the executmmqﬁﬂ

eubedde—thaihito House was part of covering up for leonait failed in its obligations
The immediate purpose was hiding Howard Hunt. The end produect was protecting Nixon
at the cost of the rest of the country.
But i$ is not the full story, no¥is it the full story of the still-mysterious
Robert Foster Bennett, son of the ultra-cpnservative Senator who was Nixon's friend and wh?(
himself had to have been well known to Nixon from Nixon's Benate days if not smwmex

otherwise. In blackmailing the White House, Hunt used the right word. It is "Seamy."



