. i ;? hat-dd Jevota Befrn A’W LJ/ 2 Do /gé ///;ma
| - Andiht ) § Ly Qibs¥ 17 2

Vire Cheirman Seker was rerdnded of his first defense of lixon about a yenr after
the comuittee sgia atred its vork and long, long after its last hearings when he was on
"Face the liation" on liarch 24, 1974. Baker had turned all the hounds away from the real

. Dan

Yixon spoor with a limited formulation of which[Schorr asked him, "in view of the faot

that four of t.e associates clossst | %o Iixon| are now under indictment, whether you

-t

still think it is an issue of what the President lmew and when did he laow it, or vhether
it is a larger issue of vhether President presided ?s:Lc’ over something,.."

This still left open iixon's personal perticipation, a major question, but “aker,
after all his own comsdittee's heerdings in public and in secret hewed %o his initial
limitation, "Wo, I tlink i%'s s%ill a question of what did the irosident knoug! While

A . . =i g sy s s SR degs T Do e,
adritting that nixon is "responsible for the action of his agents,  Jaker ® advanced

A

[ i . _ L " n 1 -.'. L e >
his defense of liixon tha® was hi.den only because the media didn t want %o see it a
step further, saying "the country...wants nore than legal theoren,”

P - . r-_._-“. 1 - = 3 L o)

Yould he want voroxw with a pot-smeking long-hair?

1( s 5 - = 2 i * R by . -
4re the jails overfilled with men and women who did more than violate the law?
1

But there was no protest when Baker said mere violation of the law is not enouzh
Tor the country to et liixon off its back. Iizon's impeachnment agsured no Hepublicen
successor and Baker so nuch wanted 4o be his successopi

Baker, recognized by the White House as ibs van, as bixon's tapes show, was cun Ang
but not obsecure ir the moans he choss o keep 515_:{011 undupeached. This toc-lindted

-
Yormulation is werely onc,. inother cane in his exeninetion of Sont,
Prom this much flowed,

It was September 25, the second day of Hunt's public testimony (9LZ756) J Baker aslked:
"CIf is rrzekuded by statute precluded from invelvement in domestic affairs, and
even non-douesiic activity within the confines of the United States.... Can you honestly

SaYessthat the CIA was not involved in domestic activitims?

tire llunt, lo,sir, nor can I say that the CIA has ever stayed out of domestic setivity.
senator Daker. Would you care to elaborate on that,

trs unt. T would like 4o consult counsel with regard 4o national securit roi Laughter
(=) =



Senator Jaker, Would you, please? It is any important point, really.

Brvin chided the audience for laughing and Hunt nade a longer explanation of his
reason for wanting"to consult counsel regarding certain national security aspects at
least that might be involved in my reply." Baker told him "All right."

s L s U - .
herc the transcript shows " Conferring with couusel.|"

While liunt wag discussing whatever was in his mwinf with his lawyer, Sidney 5. Sachs,
"The 'V camera stayed on them. Their conversation was not long. They didn't have tiue to
finish when 32 the clever Baker wade his moves

"Senator Baker. ur, dunt, could I interrupt just Tor a mivwke nouent, I understood
jou to say you wanted t# confer with your counscl on certain securlitvy aspects of the
question that L put to you. To conserve +ime and to provide against cubarrassment to you
or breach security mmmsidmratimms cons erations, may i withdraw that question on the
aspurance from you and your counsel that we might oursue ks that Further in executive
session?

FN J-lul'}.ta ‘II‘?BS, ﬁiro

Senator Beker. as we have done in other national security uatters.

Could you, lr, Hunt, suggest any vay to tihds couwdtitee hov we might legislsete
egainst further intervention by the CIi in doucstic, especially political activity
of tids country?

er. Hunt. Senator Baker, I believe th .t legislation is already on the books. How
it could be further and better legislated against, I would have no idea.

o

Bakew here dropped and the commitbtes never picked up with iliegal CIA activity,
"especially political activity of this country."

lie asked Hunt about Colson's secretary havin. the conbination lto Hunt's safe and
"Well, if she had the combination to the safe, why was the safe drilled?" Hunt apgreed
that it was a good question," I have often wondered."

Then Bsker asled about the t.:ontentss of lunt's safe and was satisfied without meaning-
ful answer vhen Hunt wanted to consult with counsel. Boker said merely, "Fine, Lets
sldlp over with iir. *am%."(WI3757) “e then asked about the missing two notebooks Hunt
had left in his safe, notebooks John Yean had not besn askes about when he was on the
stand and Yean later admitted filing with Uixon's personal papers ane then shredding,
saler prefeaced his question with, "You have given us & muber of names and references
50 material in those notebooks.™ *e then asked, "why those notebooks disappeared?
dhat was in them that would cause theum to be so sensitive ii they were found or why
they weuld be a candidate far destructionf/77/ LIET o0 a2

Hunt's ensver was explicit:'...they would provide o eady handbock by which any



investigator with sy resources at all could quickly c'ic.tu*mdne the parameters of the
semstons operation. sand other operations in ulich T was involved, und contemplsied,”
e ot ¥

1

hot potato Tast, with the lame explenation "I would like +o

iker drovued the
pursue that further at another time and it may be that you could discuss that with ug

1 an execcutive session or with an edditional line of inguiry later." {GiI3757)

™his was a brief ezchange. It aleo was an excecdi ingly aesningful one, “Yhen none

o

of those things that Laker said he would come back to were ever vicked up it meant that
1]
his i the comdttes s purposes uere nuch les: serious than its press led the eborle

T, . .
to bhelieve,

In %o lint, he had not only voluntecred more than daker had bargained for -
he did not refuse to ansier a single question. lle did verr off into seneraliiies when

Baker asked him about what was in the sofe, but that ¢id not mean the experienced
members of the comdttee, =11 lawyers, or its staff y had to be content with a woy
Hunt, Th shifting to a generality Hunt did no more then signal a reluctance to go into
details. It was not Baker's obligation to fol ow Hunt's cues. *t was his obliagtion

co conduct the investization that made hin a national celebrity and a presidential
contender.

dothing was more essential to that investigation, the public oblipgotion Duker assumed
in accegpting the covdtiee assipnment, tham the last specifics in Hunt's quoted answers:

iis notebooks that disappeared from his dafe would disclose

a)"the parameters of +the Gemstone operation," which it to say the whole
Hixon domestic spying and dirty-works operations, of which t. o caught breck-~in was only
a tiny part;

b) 8 "other ope ations in which I was involved," of which we have seen only a couple
that were of no official interest in this or any other official investigation, all
revelant to this comidtiee's investigation; and

¢)"e.othe parancters 0f e« 0 OThers s s0perations, ..contenplated, "

What olse Hizon's sppoks plenned, whether spying, dirty-works or bo th, was never
ask anywhere by auyone, official or press, in any procecding or interview. o word of

any leaked. No participant ever breathed a vord.



These participants could have been im unized against punishment and asked. T_l;is is
precisely the phoney deiensc Petersen, Silbert ani their associ tes advanced when it
became apparent that the initial prosecution was no more than another in an unended
series of whitewashes.

But nobody ever did if!

dixon end his hencmen read these signals immediat 1y and clearly.
iixon was and remained so nervous in his public appearances that he sweated profusely

and repeatedly misspoke hinself - until there was no doubt that this cow ittee was not

o
c

ing o conduct a real investigation, that it would be content with doing little more
than repeating what wag already public but on TV so it .ould be well publicized. .hen
the TV interest declined, the comdittee just pooped out,
Seeing all these high officials who had done so much wrong confessing some of their
transgressions against law and society and seeing others stonewalling it, confessing
TV
nothing and fighting back, was a live, real-lifc soap opera. ~t was first-rate fare.
But it was not investigating, it was not informing the people and it was not laying
a real foundation for the comuittes': primary function, recomiending legislation to
end this corrupting ol the entire nolitical process sand with it the corrupting of
representative society.
Because thesgy hearings were such sensationsl UV programming, like a real-life

YAMET um YN
; i the nation was deceived into believing that it was a real investigation.

By now the reader should be aware that it was considerable less than this in performance
and in content.

Inis failure, designgxmmkx and intent, not incompetence, was another and one of the
mgjor assurances of Wixon's unimpeachment,

But because these hearings were by their nature and cast of cheracters so sen-
sational, there was the national deception that they were a real investigation.

They were the opnosites

ihls except from the non-investigation by the non-questions of +the not-vnuwiliing

L~

dunt is bRt one examnle —pan example in an essential area, however,



_ErFrcomttbtes=covr—1ng Op Cla

~ L .
Uuégbffﬁf ‘
The only thing the Hewip Conmitee did well was smerk covering upe.

Unless one considers its TV perfornance,

That_was indispensible in the continuing of the covering up that began with the
White House and involved all the agencies of justice, prosecutorial and investigatory,
The Hﬁ%&n comittee made effective use of TV, It came accross like Gangbusters; and

the people believed their servants in the Senate were doing their job well, But in

actuality ple—bocause—of-thesesensational
earings, aj at wost neos /2;-. SO G2 because-—ef—thia -super~spectacular..on
The ¢ ¢ ; L1
the tubey, 3hat excellent pg;formage was §eaﬁ7é;'the hiding of the basic fact and the
1 1

essential truth. It was a prcoess in which the committee devoted itself to dramatizing

the old that had leaked been and burying as much as it could of the "new" evidence,

: s By ason “ixon was able Tozmrwives The committee that

&% becane a kind of édjunct of the press, performing a reportorial function with

superficial competence, considerable attractiveness and with world-wide attention.

4 case of this nature can be proven against the comuittee with almost any of its
witnesses and almost any part of its hearings. It was by no means uncommon for more to
have been cvailable from a moderately diligent reading of the press than was in its
testimony. Of these many possible illustrations, few are more comprehensible and significant
that its handling - by which 1 mean mishandling - of the CIa witnesses.

Here the Senatorial heavy-weights and their swollen staff that when it did well
leaked what was being supisressed performed the next-to-impossible, suppressing vhat was

objectives
public. Because its witnesses had identical swnb # suppression in their own and not
always identical interests - and becanse these were all witnesses trained to dissemble -
the witnesses col.abprated. But even then it could not have happened had not the medis
allowed it to happen by simply not reporting what it could and should have reported,
what was readily available to it. (1?' (ff,%,o{bl?.t i ﬂﬁ e "Jﬁ(“& éé«f- é’ Wl ™

W : - A " h’\ e,
A7 ?mef u'--'il?/fa )%J awa ,&ze,&{ /0 a f



j..,ﬁ L by alfo Wil hel-cal

They all walked on eggs.

They broke none,

o

e

The character of these witnessds was unique. No Hollywaood superdooper, no
Broadway pluy, no TV spectacular, had ever boasted such a cast:

The former Director of Cenral Intelligence;

™o former Deputy Directors, Central Intelligence, both generals and one then
the Commandant of the fable “arine Corps;

HM.}J} )

Ore—Em- secret agent who had helped overthrow a friendly, democratic government,

had tried without success to overthrown another one at least, and had lusted to

assassingte the head of_?zather state;
andlur el
one secret agent who had been involved in some of the pore delicate of CIAi's bgl
/a
_ Wi s/ Msge by, da &
proper nissions and had been caughtm in the act of breaking ing; g /fﬂi&}i /

/ :
weil wp, flher o yéa vt
it ks g OPerati?e”' also caught, all uith story-book pasts. (1l i{ i /] Wifer
. ). ¢ zud alvrf/wt{wec

Zeisistaa involved in the fiasco of the Bay of Pigs.

ag&—e£a$heﬂe;—igiép will never know all who were in some way involved in the

e

official investigation of the assassination of President Kennedy, my investigations

-

prove that no fewer than three were, with more likely.

ind this is to say nothing about the uninvegtigé%é%?ﬁﬁ;t effort fo exploit xk
that crime for the most sordid political purposes by faking sccret cables designed to
make it apyear that “resident sennedy had been behind the,assassination of South Vietnamese
Dictator Yiem and his sﬁgﬁﬁhtrogper chieftain broé%ggé}giifzhhe natural conseguences of
Humk Eunt's
this infamy, performed as part of kes/Nixon sppokery, was to estzblish a manufactured
motive for the JFK assassinstion, retribution for the Diem~lhu assassinations.

41l this and lizon's connections with it the ¥xwie committee managed to avoid
putting fogether and putting into the proper and necessary context while simultaneously

avoiding the obvious investigation. At the same time it avoided the equally obvious

and no less essential investigation of the wholesale illegalities and improprieties

of the CIAO



“1

Hiding and protecting as the ¥ewim cormittee did in Cla- Nixon aress was a
truly virtuouo performance requiring and getting the collaboration of an enormous
cast of players. It was s script no playwight would have dored.

And they pulled it off,

Uxamination of the testimony and, comparing it with what was not zm&

b TTh [lyei bhvid-ayeerpt merety one tyendile -
gon:: into when it uas taken - what was suppressed{- tells The ghaktly story of how the
J

o
———

country has no protections at all when all those who have #se protectuve responsibilities

combine to hide, whether for some self-conceived high purpose like "national intercst”

ardonad H’H@C’(ﬁap}i;uf 7 pivn fee,

or from sg €eo

&~ -
dior than the protection of Hixon und his gang were the recult.
i et
here—was—still another jeopardy to the whole system of society.
Totalitarianism was advance by it. And those who did sdvance totalitarianism by

these malfeusances, non-feasances and misfeasances are amon;; those who had most loudly

proclaimed their unending dedication to a free society.

sbro-space, Pick up analysis testinesy—
an earlier example parallels and relstes to what Baker here supircssed. % is
the ofiicial Hixon Gestapo plan, an Ameriform version he did approve. Lt came to be
called the "Huston" plen because former YAF leader Tom Charles luston was his coordinator
ot ite. *t was Hixon's plan. It provided for the official doing of just about everything
Hitler did, except for the crematoria and concentration cemps. The Hunt/Liddy gang later
did many of these things. The lHuston plan inecluded unlinited bruglaries, surveilliances,
bugging, tapping, mail interceptions, interfer nces in all basic mighta. And even the
burglaries of foreign ewbassies, what the lixon crew did and the variuus comrditiees,
snowing it, as we have seen, suppressed.
John Yean, who had been in on this and had worked out g subsequent program with
) _ xeroxes of
John Litchell - for "our douwestic intelligence operation" ®(ZI1335-45) took/the entire
B B 5 . . L .
vhitc House on these fuscist opurstions with him. fe gave then to Judge Siriea, who
Y
gave thew to the comdttee. (3H1060) Seantor Lowell Weicher who rore than anyons
7

. . - fo 4o "
else on the coumitee deserves praise for effort, opened the afferncon hearing of



A4 e

Tveaday, J, e 25, 1973 = his first opportunity o question Dean - by agking “Yean about
vint in his opening statement “ean had described ss "the vrojectes.to restructure,,.
irtelligence. .. he revised donestic in telligence plan.e.for the President." (361 (.}551"3".‘)
“he documents were unidentified when they were, on Weicher's insistence (311059),
entered into the record( 1 062), without any meeningful descrivtion.

1% is Baker egain who was super-cautious over %his phoney preoccupation with fake
national security." e proposed and Lrvin agrecd alt "sbsolute 7" that Yean confer with
his lawyers "on these docunents" with no further reason or explenation. The commitiee
then recessed so i could be done, (311061)

‘heidentification" of these really important papevs is no more than "true coyies
with certain deletions of matters relating to foreign intelligence, as being trve covies
of the fugumn dosumets  you delivered to Judge Sirica."{71061)

“his could mean somcthing, at mogt, %o Y-an and Sirica only. Kot to those at

the hearing, not to those vho watched on TV, or to the spall number who who read the

transcripts. Vhen Yean suid they were those documents they were marked Exhibits 56

1T

through 42 (31062}, Parts are printed, expurgated. (313 (311319- 58)

The transcript here is deceplive, Therc was another of whirh there is no description

anywhere. Tho court reporter and the comiittee's editor combined to omit even the fact
that Bxhdbit 43 was entered into the record., It can be a single sheet or an entire
file cabinet of paperse. There is no way of knowing from the transeript, wiich nakes no
mention of it at all. But because more attention might be attracted if there were no
accounting Tor Wddbit 47 at all, the table of contente (BI-IV) notes inconspicucuslsy that
it was "subnitlted Tor icedtification only, noi for publication, =nd will be retained in
bhe files of the com dttee

There was no genuine gestions of “national security" or "foreign intelligence" in
any of these exhibits excent Zor the MIT‘JOH Bxhbibit 43, I have compared what the
comiitee did not suppress with what had been leake! snd published three ronths earlier,

\mws;w-pmd
WO Bitémae only - snd there yere more stories on this - Th Hew York Tines of

— e e e R LT

3

June 7 7 end ! ne ‘]dt I'EJ.LL_,'__'tOIl Post of -:];UI]_@ ;‘7..;Jl"lnt€.d Lors than the conditec didl



Ineredible as it uppressed ny masking in Zeroxing

what neluspapers hrinteu

e A i

b T < 5 oo N e . - - e T 4oy - N T - 'F."'Y b4 A
it begius wit st o = Ve st of these oxhibivs (311319)

BT T et 7 P e TR T
g bl TS __QJ.’_I .L_.u_n..-_GL..J.';LLJ

7 Orwellian bevause 1t was not "restrainte" that wes
snuce. There is ne text at all until "B, Hlectraric
(3H1319)

suppressed the content of the first 25 pages of
sizon's plan for & po,ice stote.

Cther leaked documents iv i

1w covies that wore stolen. Une

nart that was msgked later becare o causc celebre begdnoding oith the Januwary 12, 1974

issues of the saue two papers. % was the siory of on spying on Scceretay of

.

They really stole hls mont gecret Tiles, as a long series of news stories dis-

How conspirstorial can even a Hixon administration get when o Secrctary of State

ary the lmoulcdge of poliey it feels it requires to dedend the country

or when he believes the security ol the country recuires hin tc keep secrets Lrom the

military?
and vhat kand of "investisation" suporesses so much, this and that of wbich it

is not trpical, the administrations plans against ite o.n citizens?

., % =S

e "Huston®” plen of liizons sp cifies that his

Eunt-Liddy gangsters did on a smalier

scales

There ic a book-length chepter aialysin : this policu-siate phan of Liixon's in the
book Fhat prew to long. Lecaunse I did not want o rely on newspapers versions and
friend
orinted I asled a b‘enator/who is both a moderate anl a

bofore the transcripis wers

strong opponent of any authoritarianism to obtain zeroxes of only what the Tines and Post

nad printed and in which there were tyvpographical eirrors. Ile assigned a momber of hig

o Y

stai? to ask the committee, The staff menber was refused copivs of th: public record—



B

\Were there any question of the relevance of all of this %o impeachment and to the
Hotergate comndttec's asusigned responsibilities it was ofiicially ended July 19,1974

when the llouse Judiciary Cowidttee issued its draft of impeachuent charges acd in

connection wvith it pu dished all these sunuressed documents."



sven though it had already been published not less +than o half-million tines!

The Senator tried in person. “e also was refused!

Purhaps there uay have been a legitinat. "national security” factor in supiressed
Bzhibit 43. I know of no case and I have personal experience with many, including in
litigation, in vhich this invocation of “national security" was legitimate. I have had
nany pages of” such documents delivered to me after the fake incantetion, ut if it
could have been truc of Exhibit 43, could it possibly have been true of what had been
so widely published?

Uhis is an insight into the actual woriings of the committee that is so completely
Opposite its public image so careifully culbtivated on IV, where the eye:jﬁaws wobbled
such indignant outrage. Behind the scenes this comrdttee was onc of" the larger—scale
suppressors, uhich in itsclf enable Wixon's unimpeoachmente

e -

it 1s necessary for these not familiar with the way it 2ll worked o understand
what Baker accomplished for Liixon in his self-aborting of his questiowing of Hunt and
For what he later did.

Uhen Hunt said without any effort to hide that his notebooks held what vould expose
the ehole Gemstone operation, those other unindeitifed operations he had becn pari of

and those planned, instead of drooping it Baker should have gone into euch of these

because each was aprt of the comittee's Job. These notebooks held the numes, addresses

and vhones of other people Hunt used, but no singlc question was asked about thoen, either,
When unt had said no more then that he wanbted to consult with his laviyer about whether

there "might" be "national security aspects™ in his response to = guestion having to do

iawless

wilhw operations, before he could consult and reply —without waiting to see if there even

ndght be o question in the lawyer's mind/ Baker suddenly gmbvimimeresmindm folt the urge

"o conserve time" and "to provide against ewbarrassment o you' - & ﬁgff-confessed

felon engaged in the most subversive illes:

Lo

Tities Daker was supyosed to be investigating
and afpaid of "makimmaX"security considerations" - all before the lawyer coulcd have an
opinion that the comiitee did not have to accept in any cvent,

Instead Brker withdrew the question,

In this way the guick-thinking Baker sccomplished two objectives: he kept all of this



testinony that Hunt could and should have given, only part of which is in earlier
chapters of tids book, from being in the record and from being LVailable to the
nationwide audience and he retained personal control of vhat he could theresfier use
in vhatever way he saw fit,

Tk had sewvified that the CIA was engaged in illegal "domestic ectivity" and
that it always had been —that it never “stayed out of domestic sctivity."(9H3756)

bulkzer had asked hiu to claborate.

and then ssker, not Hunt and not on hunt's lawyer's request, decided against it.

This means only an affimative desire to supprest. —% came to mean a desire %o
delibe ately deceived, misuse, defame and corrupt, while keeping it all out of the
public record.

This, remember, was September 26, 1973. There came & time vhen Daker released his
ovn report, after iuch leakdng of deliberately falaifications of it. The date becowes

liportante

As with the on cooperative enterprise, it should be ad ressed as close to
enronologically as possible. zt;ﬂ
detry VT/‘ '
there was an atienpbed wevlubican allegation that under LuL and with the GLA

therc was a 5!31’10(‘“' tic Late: g e 2} tee +t Vas an Uili]ilc’-’i{'jilld"c:_VB invention that atiractec

attention for several days. What was imeginative vas Boler's arrvencine an exclusive

AHJ

lealr To The Vashiu. ton Post of the fTake. This put the Post anc VWoodward and |

in a deliecate position. Il they did not use the story frow an authoritabive
could be charged with bias in using leaks selectively, agaiust lepublicens aud Liizon
only. But becousv they had trouble belicvin: the siory, the editors were apyrehengive
T

about using it. The Post had folioued the policy of not using what it could not get

il

[¢]

onfirmew by at least one source whose credilility was gocd. Secause it had followel tidis
authenticating policy, it had an exceptuonal record for accuracy on the most delicate
the caution

tories. Housver, X% also cost the paper several scoops when it could not verify what

it had picked up an would not use wnverified leaks, regardless of source.

g

It nad no confiruntion of this Daker leak but it fearsed the accousations il it éid



print the story. Lts position was more eubarrassing because the leak included the
gecusation that Wooduard Had Bennett as 2 source and in return for Bemnett's services
orotected him by not using stories adverse to lis interest. or against his desire. This
had been obvious. “rom my personal experience already recounted it includsd the L‘ilnvé:lso,
endxuazrinzueranzeariyseauiinratian etz Rearmmit e o sunpkEl ae x i na  Zu X Ly s X denne kh
vezerignrfrmisr Yooduard and Jerustein had both declined to vrint legitinate bunt
stories I gave them early on, including his donessiic~intelligence role anc his anbition
to assassinate Casiro. They also declined to use or to follow up on ny evidence that
“ullen/Bennet was a CIA operation. Woodward personal O%ﬁ\im“::""" he could not find liax
. . operations vith
Littauer in Hew York and was unable to find any Hunt comucetion with the CIi smg book_—
publishers in the United States. Littauer could have been found in a phone directory
publiched

and in the standard sources, as a friend who never {inishoed high school did for me
when I skea hin to copy the relevant pages for we in the bew York fublie Library.

After some agonizing the editors went aheac with the story. Et was published Decenber
20, 1973, Because of the position in which the Post was and because those who follwed it
up were in a pusition to coue closer to indicating sources who in turn had an op.ortunity
to clarify or add %o what the Post printed, they are guoted,

banner srall (Fred, Fost)
The Decegber 21 headline in our/local paper on the asscciatew Fress story read,

"Consoirator Reveals He Spied on Uoldwater In 1964 Campaign." The liew York Times headed
same Bay's
thedstory it had assigned to David H. Rosenbaum "Hunt Said to Tell Investigators le Spied
Cn Goldwater in 1964." The first sevem puragraphs of his story report straightforwardly
what Baker alleged and its claimed basis: Lil- marked im bluee

this has its inspiration in a ixzon fake, that the ¥3I had spied on Goldwater and
tapped Iis phones for LW during that same canpaisgn. But neither the Tiies nor AP noted
that spying on Coldwoter would have funt vorking asinst his ownm man.lons is Fapthae
to the right in his extreme political views than Goldwater, his Baker yarn is also a
direct and unimaginative copy of testimopy the coicditiee had taken in public, the

épp wblictn

reality that Hunt had worked with two A.c.;pies inside the camps of the Democratic

contenders during the 1972 caupaign. "lat Jack” Joln R. Buckley snd Lon Gregory. They

stole exactly this kind of camvaign information.
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(Btﬂcley testified Cetober 9s 197%. le was a furmer FBI agent and at the time he

was a Hizon spy inside the Yemocratic varty he was a Hixon enployee, chief of the

inspection divisbon of the Cffice of keonouie Yprortunity. He was never charged for

this offense. Instead he was found to be doing exactly the same kind of political
intelligencs for s Suposed non-partisan f;ﬂl.epublican member of the louse Judiciary
Comdttee, Lawrence Hogan, during Hogan's re-election campaign, in July, 1974. Lnig
colncided with that cowaittes':s deliberations on #ripsaching Hixon,(ﬂfﬁéj-%ff ;Poety ’26/"{'5;

AP T/17/14)

Under norual conditions this story vould have been discounted not only because it

1s il.ogical but because it was mmk +the report of what is supposed to have transpited
not

the way the comidttee was supposed to work, *t yas g rartisan operation Trom the reporis:

et

the *“epublicon gtaff only present, in Baker's personal rather than the conmitiec's

offices and with the vitness not under oath. AP quoted "A Republican comdtsec souree”

du

&s telling it that "Baker, winor. sv eoingel fred Y, Tnorpson end aggistant minoedtv
5] » v 1‘

comsel Donald wmders have beenuinterviewing liunt in cormection with their probe into

e

that area ®and other domestic (Ia operations, '

Yhe time of tlis alleged but non-existent LAT "Watergate" was outside the comndttee's
Jurisdiction. kven vhere Huldeman's record vas material to its investigation, the commitiee

with dixon

declined to pernit him to be Guesvioned by a Dencoratic member on Mg convietion/lor
datergate~type ¥xfz Craundulent activities ju Gxon's 1962 campaign for governor of
California. The comittec vas limited 4o the 1972 canwpaipn,

4P's account also discloses that when these interviews in Baker's office were held,

i 4

the najority was not toid about it at the tine,"

r

ihe wejority or Pemocratic stafi' was
net even told about this wntil the story was about to eppear. (F Post 12/21/73)

Hgsenbaun intervieved "Denocratic members of the com ditee staff }" hey notec th t
:f;r. Bont was exhavstively questioned berore his public tastinony last September and he
never uentioned gethoring inforuation sbout Lir, Goldwater.) Horeover,there were incications
that ir. *unt never even told his first two lavyers. . .Bittovan and,..Sachs » and that he

vl
certainly had not mentioned the matter to the special Watorgate prosceutor,



tiis fale won Uill Juc-:lc, ¥ nad taken over Hunt's legsl

accolipaziied to

®

Sl tiiore, vwhe vould not ansuer

the intecovicu, ir, Hun’ now has obill

avtorney, C, Uickerm

-

ho is a friend of Lr, lunt, arranged for

Snelddey, Jr., the columnist, w

represont him," ('ILI.?.“ 12/ 1/'}7 i)

L T . o TR T S e - N - - e P o 2 L .
when dogenbawn ivtervicwed "Denmocrsiic oifficiels who Vere oo ved with s, olngonts

1964 campaig" they deniod the wihole scheme snd hud never oven hoeard of Hunt then,

apgarently smelling o rat, "Goldwatér reitused to be iutervicued® sfter the B

LpmEiared i

1 1]

the Lixzonenwuny Y Yost iuto pointin: an stball on dteeli and

the Yemocrats the Post had 4o doe

1% woodvard deelin

aiter the story first broke in 1572, whiat he goid

wogt's mkewy follow-up udorye o oveul o i off

A

;s has its source denying -hat it save its source had told it and downgrad

irtual nothinmess tho it Ld vert of
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e Leanee operation, the sart ©oab o @ Than Lis:

2ol wrals,

There ig neo cowwent in this wsigned article. However, by quotin ¢ Baker 2% lcaves no
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vhe mest tliat could bo attributed o Hund se
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and hed po connection vith LBJ or #HE camveim: maviked 2
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Une: editor of : Post bolieved this publiched "ase

4ith books about Vietnan. I those deys it could have reant only one of too things,

- - - s . - 1, - iy .
r oL wlich could have requived snytldnes like "0 4r 12 euployees,” The Ula did
it booles promotin ; the government line on the war publishede It did not went those

espouging conrTrary veiws to apoear,
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Hunt Had Minor Role in ‘64, Hill Unit Told

COMMITTEE, From A1l j.Ho or 12 employees who

“I knew that we were get-
ting Goldwater’s speeches . . .
the stuff that was going to the
press,” Cooper said. “How the
hell it got there, I don’t
know.” Cooper said he “never
had the, pleasure” of meeting
Hunt.

Hunt was questioned pri-
marily by the Republican
minority staff. Sen. Howard
H. Baker Jr. (R-Tenn.), the
vice-chairman, has expressed
a continuing interest in the

possible role of the CIA in

the Watergate affair.
Baker said last night, “I
have no present plans to
pursue this line of inquiry.”
According to a source close
to Hunt, the main topic of
discussion between the min-
ority staff and Hunt has
been CIA domestic opera-

tions,

Baker acknowledged that
such inquiries, unless re-
lated to the Watergate af-
fair, are beyond the scope
of the select commiittee’s

mandate from the Senate.

“There’s no jurisdiction un-
less you stretch the point,”
Baker said.

Elizabeth McIntosh, a for-
mer CIA employe who work-
ed-with Hunt in a downtown
Washington office in 1964,
said yesterday that she under-
stood that Goldwater speech-
€s were not delivered to the
White House but instead were
delivered to CIA headquarters
in Langley, Va. '

“It was just to keep in
touch with what was going
on,” Mrs, McIntosh said. “If
it had anything to do with the
White House, I'm sure he
(Hunt) would have told us.
.ma would have bragged ahout

T .m:m said that Hunt was

y |

' part of a CIA cover office at

17th Street and Pennsylva-
nia Avenue that consisted of

maintained contact with
publishers who were assist-
ing the CIA. Hunt told the
committee staff that he
worked for a CIA branch
called the Domestic Opera-
tions Division which was set
t up in the early 1960s.

Hunt told the committee
staff that the actual pick-up
was done by a secretary
named Connie Hicks. Miss
Hicks, who is now married
and is Mrs, Mazerov, of State
College, Pa., said last night
in a telephone interview
that she did perform courier
work when she worked for
the CIA, but that she could
not recall picking up any
materials from Goldwater
headquarters. She she had
never taken anything she
picked up to the White
House or the Executive Of-

.rnom Building.

“I might have picked it up
from someone else, like in a
hotel room,” she said. When
asked if she recalled a daily
pick-up from any person in
the same place during the
period of the campaign, she
said she did not.

1 Referring to Hunt’s re-
“Huoimn testimony on her

role, Miss Hicks said, “I'm
sure he wouldn’t have said T
had done something if I
hadn’t... I consider him to
be a man of great integrity.”

# Hunt reportedly told the

committee staff that imme-
diately after Goldwater was
nominated in 1964, he was
told to pick up all publicly
released information at

Goldwater headquarters
and take it to the White
House to Cooper. Hunt re-
portedly said that he ob-
jected, as a Goldwater Re-
publican, but was told to da
ti anyway. i

Goldwater said on Wed-

nesday that he knew of

Hunt’s testimony, although
not in detail. Goldwater said
that he had ne indication
that the “surveillance” dis-
cussed by Hunt involved
bugging, or any investiga-
tion into his private, finan-
cial or domestic affairs.

1 Another committee source
s

aid that Hunt had not indi-

ﬁmﬁmn that wiretapping mm )

avesdropping was used, °¢
that the ‘“surveillance” in.
volved anything more than
the pick-up operation from
Goldwater headquarters. At
least two sources said that
Hunt “volunteered” the in-

formation about the infor-
mation without being prod-
ded to discuss it,

According to a committee
source, Hunt provided little
detail about the operation
except that it involved
“press releases, travel sched-
ules, that sort of thing.” This
source said Hunt testified he
was also suppose to Zet
“other information” but that
Hunt gave no details as to
what it was or how it waas to
be obtained,

Rep. Lucien N. Nedzi (D-
Mich.), chairman of the
House Armed Service Intel-

ligence subcommittee, said
vesterday that he had ask-
ed the CIA for any informa-
tion on Hunt's activities as

described in his secret testi- |

mony before the Watergate
committee.

Nedzi, who said he was
“dubious” of the testimony
as reported in Wednesday
editions of The Washington
Post, said that the CIA
was searching its files for
information. From early in-
dications, Nedzi said, “There
is no one in a position of
authority who can substan-
tiate the story.”

Hunt’s _wﬁ% in 1964
Minor, Hill Unit Told

!

_

e

mP\N‘m\NW

Watergate conspirator E.
Howard Hunt’s alleged
“surveillance” of Sen. Barry
Goldwater (R-Ariz.) during
the 1964 presidential cam.
paign consisted of having a
secretary pick up press re-
leases, speeches, travel
schedules and other materi-
als at Republican headquar-
ters, according to reliable
accounts of Hunt's secret
testimony to the Senate se-
lect Watergate committee.

Although Hunt’s activities
carried out while he was a
CIA agent, were originally
described to The Washing-
ton Post as being a
“surveillance” operation of
Goldwater on orders from
 then President Lyndon B.
Johnson, the source of that
information declined ini-
tially to provide any details.
~Yesterday, the same
source, who cannot be identi-
fied under a promise of

acknowl-
questioned

confidentiality,
edged when

scribed a pick-up operation
from Goldwater headquar-
ters to the Watergate com-
mittee staff and had pro-
vided few details.

The source also denied
saying that President John-
son had initiated the order
for the operation.

According to reliable ac-'
counts, Hunt testified to the
committee staff that the
speeches and press releases
were delivered to Chester L.
Cooper, a White House aide
to President Johnson who
worked on foreign policy
matters.

Cooper last night denied
any knowledge of a CIA
“surveillance” of Sen. Gold-
water during the :.Em. he
was the Republican nominee
| for President,

See COMMITTEE, A8, Col. 1

again that Hunt had ~de:

i
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Hedzi annarently had conducted some investigution because he reported That "wni's

T e L] T v -
Cia file shous

; i o hove been ill durdng this oeriod. vt was hospitalized from

I

[

Cetober 12 through 16 and then was greated leave until Jucenber 8. “hat this

£3

L5 Was

really a medicel leasve and not a dodge Tor spooking is confirmed by acdlical reports

and A-rsys. dedzi's skepticisn was increased by the fact that in some 270 pages of

sestimony taken fron iunt in June, before his Watergate c)

PR !

faced o sentence of up to 35 yuars that would be reduced if he were cooperative, he

Tapocared to Beusire Lo wrveal everytling” but nade no reference to any politicil

Gpnionage

activity in 1964 even though he volmniecred inge after vage of reddiniscences

e

. e TR T
ahout hisz ULi ecare Sher-bows 12/21/73)




The Post found "spy." Lhe had no recollcction mifxik at all

&

of what by now had than getting the texts of

Goldunter jande: mariked 4

She was a dunt feithful: meved S

e "olckedmp up"

fa—
i)
G

There followed a descriotion of T hunt is said to have said

ani Tor which he allegedly nceded a CIi “courier"- "all publicly-released inforustion
at “oldwater headquarters.™
“.nother comiitee source” toll the Post "that Hunt had not indicated that viretapoing

0r cavesaroping was used.. KO tvo sources said that ilunt "volunteored! 4hs infor~

mation about the infornstion

e | without being orodded fto discuss it. Accordings to &
- (=

com ittee source hunt porvided !

d@tailnl
dguse oversight comwdttee chairman ledzi had heard the tale and "had asked the UTa

for any iuformation on Hunt's sctivities aus described in his sceret $esifionyees.liedzi.e.
o

T ! "

was bious's.es" e said there was no coufiration Trom the Ui,

A

fhis was rot because the ¢Ia could not confirm the part about the "book" opcration

or about the clundestine ofiice. I had no twmouble at all locatin: it. In a tmanscript

"OIi cover

of a Hunt conversation I had he also had given the locakion of this/office " as "at

17th Sureet and Penusylvania avenue” but it was west of the corner, in that blocke
g -
74

Pyt =talf writer Robert C. Haynard took the Post to task for what he ¢id not describe

as allovwins itselfl to be misuscd by Je-ker or as what can be called baker's personal

el

Jatersating. In it he also exposed Goldwater's part in still new llepublican dirtv—works
£ 3 I £

uhich he also did not characterize. lmymard was unsympathetic $o the Post's conpronised

position which had been deliberately contrived for it: lil-marked 1 (Post 1/17/74) His

wresuntation of "the other side" ignorcd this an addressed the second—source pelicy only:

The was not Baker's only overt defense of liixon. He sought to exploit ems—cftisse
o ot P
sup regsed parts of the “H’uston“ papers to the sime emd. “ecause thisThmdneer flapg
el s
dod coue out much later it is lmewe that Paker was up tu another dirty trick because ’ﬂuff{,
" u f 4 crrg i . . 7 j
wm bo MUpduLs st Mgwos gty fo e Wuton oy &udisue Dictnber S0,

A% giuply can't have the weaning he atiributed te—s%. The Post page—one %



Robert C. Ma,ynard |
'It Takes 1"
Two to Tell.
The Tale

One of the principles that has char-;
acterized The Washington Post investi-
gative reporting on Watergate from its.
inception has been a rule that nothing
told a reporter by one source is to be
published until it can be confirmed by :
yet another independent source. “If:
one person will tell you,” said an in.:
vestigative reporter, “then it’s not very:
hard to get it from another. There a:e'
no secrets in Washington,”

As a result of that principle, very lit.:
tle of what The Post has printed about
Watergate has ever been successfully -
refuted by the Nixon administration.:
At the same time, stories that later.
turned out to be true were withheld
from publication because that second
source couldn’t be found.

The News Business

But the best of principleg often go -
awry, and this is the anatomy of one.
such story, pieced together 'as best 1t
can be without vieolating those allim
portant confidences.

[~ From the outset of the Watergate
hearings, a familiar refrain among the .
embarrassed Republicans on Capitol :
Hill was that they would eventually
prove that the Democrats were as-
guilty of “dirty tricks” as the Repub-
licans.

During John Dean’s painful week, .
several Republicans warned thelr
Demuocratic colleagues to contain any:
temptation to smirk, for their embar..
rassing time was soon to come. When
it didn't materialize by the August re-
cess, notice was served that time
would be set aside immediately after-
the recess for “Democratic dirty:
tricks.” Nothing comparable to the
Watergate breakin materialized.

Then, as-if out of the blue, a four-
column story marched across the front
page of The Washington Post of Dec.
20, its headline declaring: Hunt Tells:
Senate Panel He Spied On Goldwater
Hl.n ’64 on LBJ Order.

The story told of E. Howard. Hunt,
working with other operatives of the
Central Intelligence Agency, Spying on .
Goldwater “well before his nomina- -
\Bion.” It said he acted at the 1nstruc- t

tion of President Johnson, passed to
unt through an intermediary.

Ml = =

er mtmegr as saying, “I knew 10 years .

l%t ing on” and he added”
of his within the CIA-and,
ad told him he was undér t;:e

surveillance of both' agencie§ dpring
his disastrous campaign. -

There at last, it seemed,“was the
stuff of which bipartisan deandal is
made. That Hunt, the principal actor
responsible for so much of Watergate,
was also involved mac‘e it ?11 the more .
compelling a tale.

‘ Unfortunstely, the ‘buble urst
ter§ The headline t

Hufit’s Role in 1964 Minor, I-’lill Umb

Told. z

Therfecond day story acknowledged
~ .. ““Watergate conspirator E. Howard -

Hunt’s alleged ‘surveillance’ of Sen.-

Barry Goldwater during the 1964 presi:

dential campaign consisted of having a

secretary pick up press releases,

speeches, travel schedules and other
materials at Republican headquarters,
aceording to reliable accounts of”

Hunt's secret testimony to the Senate

Select Watergate Committee.”

So, those who were expecting the
long-awalted unfolding of the Demo-
cratic version of “dirty tricks” were to
be disappointed once again.

™ Some editors have defended the first
Post story against the charge that it
was based on a single source by saying
that the unnamed source was one, and
Goldwater 'was the second. ‘I'herefore, 2
it has been argued, the story didn’t vio-
late the paper’s wise principle of re-
quiring two independent sources.

The trouble is that Goldwater appar-
ently was not an independent source,
but received his information from the - -
same person The Post quoted. Appar-
ently, Goldwater learned of the Hunt
disclosures from a source within the
committee and tipped an editor of The
Post. The editor passed the tip to are--
porter who wound up facing Goldwa-
ter’s source. The reporter then went to
Goldwater for more elaboration.

a Thug, The Post was in the posture of

=

reportmg two sources for the story,
when in fact it had only one, a viola-
tion of its own rule, a rule that had -
served it well for more than a year.

An explanation has been offered by
Post editors and reporters, and it is
that there was no way to tell for cer:
tain that Goldwater’s source was also
LThe Post’s single source.

The business of printing stories 5
based on anonymous sources is a dicey
one under the best of circumstances:
In Watergate, it is an ineredibly tricky
game. Those who know it best develop )
a smell for a bad pitch.

In this story, waiting a day to check
turther and to learn — .as it later be-
came possible to do—the content of the -
transeript would have prevented The
Post from having to back away from
the story in 24 hours.

None of this is to suggest for a mo--
ment that sordid campaign practices
among Democrats are not yet to be re-
vealed. Whether they come anywhere
close to surgical gloves on the hands
of former CIA agents in'a Republican
headquarters remains to be seen.




story was head:d
AeLIReT Hxeprpealizras Miatergate Zzplainable, Baker Says." (Post 12/351,/73)

i

story begins: Lil-1st four graf s, marked in blue
How spying on Kissinger by the Pentagon or the tapying of 17 Kissinger euplovecs
or
and reporters could "justify or explain® Hixon's cwines of in those gpecificy instances
make right his wrongful by-passing of the authoriged federal agencies Sgker did not
go into amd?;’ when he could and did hide behind the "matter of greve national inportance.
Because these affairs did become public knouledge without getriment to ans serious
i o

-

"interest" of any kind anc because the House Judiciary Cordtiee published exter

dectrentation on them in July 1874, the clain Saker and his corrdtee made for them is
wortitess, For the comdttee it was an excuse for supvression. For Baker it wes a gimndck
behind which he coul! hide a new step in his sro-lixon efforts.

Saker was asked about his coment relating to Cla during the hearings, "ilhere are
aninals crasling around in the forest. I can hcar them but I can't sec them," g responge
as crypbic,"l do kmo. of vihe circunstences that I think out %o be investigate! and
they ought to be discloswd %o the country. Somcof them do involve national gsecurity,"

4

lice that "grave" one. lle nald this is the one Nizon invoked in His “ovewber 17 nati onally-

v

televised appearance before the hssociated Press irnaging Boitors' iLssociation. in d4veck
L nguage this means that lixon's claims to ¥national securi ty" vrgencies was also false
because the skies did not fall on public disclowure, There was damage to those who do
dirty tidngs in seeret, their dirty works teing exposed. The fachs made no difler nce
to national security.

Salcer went oven Turther, if with conswuate delicacy, in telding the White house
side over a then-cur: digpute, the committee's subpena for evidence lizon supressed.,
Saker's description of the subpena was "extraordinary." luch of the subpenaed evidence

wes obtaince by the House Judiciary Comimittee, vhich began systematic relesses of thousands

o

wmges of 1t in ludy 1974, lixon earlier released transcripis of soue off the tapes.
*

What is "extraoddinary" is the conent, not the subena. iven the pertisan House fepublicans

did not allcuye irreigvance,

K .
#lso ex u&ﬂjﬂ_a_ry is the failure of the dress to explain what Paker was up to in
~hhe

t 7 T 1 . yiom s
his apperent c’iei‘ensn}m\iismn he was supposed to be investizating,

~ 1)




svigt Tor thic sSaker—oizxon wdlll was OUla gu

+% destroyed evidence 1t
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was not rele
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< accounts leave a cholice

hetweon UL4 lying and “hese aceowts quoie Lol 'y
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the U4 not bernefitiine frow its use sewms Lo

Just before the svory vas
pinpoint the source of the leal,

Colby coufiried that the CIA nade and kept tapes. fe also clained that emrmarm
gxzirmgrdve had periodic destruction of our tapes.” Whis "routine® destruction of

Janvary 18, 1973, just hapened to be the day alter Senate bajority Leader hiike lonsfigld

wrote The the Cls wnd other apencics in antieipate of the Senate investigation teo ask

thum to reserve all povential While the Cla's acknowledgement of the hgnfiecld
letter was mmchoumeryxd@y "signed by the Cla on the 17th" or the day it was writhen
and the day beifore the trape destruciion, a Uih spokesuan at first cleiped that the

fonafield letier did not arrive until four days late, the 22ad, then the CIA learned of

the e rlier dote it uithdrev this stotencnt and said ¥oomdd® it vould Pdiligentls
to pin doun what hapouned.

Heither this nor the CB5 roport that the Cln's secret taping may heve included

L Wixon (&f 1/ '50/74) made the neve again. Bicept for a one-time

conversations il
Sodzi storve (Post 2/22/74)

it was his"judgenent” after exanination of a "voluminous" files deliverec by the

Cisa Pebruary 21, including logs, notes and neporanda, that no Yatex cidential

conversations vere iluvoived.

"Someone is trying to blow smcke avound," he said after this exsudnation anu that of
dozens of vitnesses, including UL officials

Hews account did not renark on ithe cgincidence 1&( the timing, %: destivction of

L

these tapes at the time of the fir

st Uatirgate trial, late January 19735. On February

14, 1974 the CI4 —old the Jost's Laurence Stern "that the Jan. 18 dote mr 'may not be



(IS

:(:}Szaker also issued a spmgab: stoong denisl ~ of what had not been reported, Lenocratic
Seantor Daniel Tnoye wrote fo ask ldm if Uolson wore cooperatiing with the “epublican
"}

minority whide after having avoided testimony by the c¢laim to VYoustiitulonal imwnity. (Post 3/

-

r -1

i
Deker's

I add emphasis %o highlisht B wrong qbf‘jafs:ﬁ, dendils of what had not been allegeds

"Solson is not cooperating with ne or the ¢ conith TP

The charge is that Colson had met "euwietly and on nunerous gecoasions” eith

= 1] i 4
" not Yolson s with “alker

Thompson, not ~alcer, and of Thonpson—Colson "collaboration,
or the com-ittee.
Denial of what had been reppried rather than what had not been waes never issued.
Senator \eicher, also a lepublican, secms to have seen through these devices.
Wh n he nmade o desand that Uolson be called as a witness to clusr up the "controversy,"
") spokesuan for Saker scknowledged"iarch 28 28 "thatBuker and Yolson had been in contact
but he said the issue was one of 'senantics."™ (Post 3/2%/74) Thonmpson, who had not been
"available" two days earlier, was when Saker necded him to tolee the Weicher heat.

smnfime confirmed ha had tallied to “Yolson “several' tiues since September 19/ including

in Yolgon's owm office. Desides this they had been in phone contact. In declining

E

(o]
discuss the substunce of these conversations, Thompson deseribed their subject as "totally"
CTi. His meebings with Colson in his oun ofvicduas without «ither a comdiee 6('&1’0@::‘ or
another staff member present.

'ﬂlm"se};m‘::ics“t;gﬁned out to be Baker's exploitation oif the description "colleborated."
Baker admitted the Colson contacts. fis spokesman put it this way,"In essence that's
what we're saying - that there has beecn contact but there's no collaboration going on,"
\Post 3/29/73)

Tntil Weicher's demand for a full commxit®ee hearing one woull n.ver have lmo‘: thig

from Bgier's quoted comuwents or those of his "spokesmen."



correct' as thoe tiue the

1 Lt PTG T e = 1 b i il . 3. 3 . 1

That the CLi doesn t keep the records it keeps or doesn't tell the truth about them
»lus the timely or untinely tape destruction advanced valker's cause.

«sarch 19

Tespalr o = SR fﬁ 1T a1 S TR, I b" 5 e i R ..\Ill.,,,'c‘ i Ted o1

Jacl anderson finally reported what would be obvious in wmny analysis of what was
going on, that Baker"has becn dealing wkih behind the scenes with" Colson "in a joint
efort ¥1i implicate the Contral Intelligence agency in the Watergate breslein and cover-up."
(Post 3/19/74)

While Uolson had used his “onstitutional right agninst self-incrimination to avoid
3 = - - ! - il 1 - . 3 1 - "
testifying before the committee he has becn collaborating quioetly with baker's top
committee aide, red Thoupson, in % ¢ deparate attenpt to shift more oi the Watergate
lame to the CIA. Uolson has also been in touch with the Vhite House on this CIA angle,"
arousing suspicions thegr "ploy" was "o divert public attention from President Wixon'g
o Yatergatve role."

wromised

Beker's staff denied a "diversion" and ppomEses a "ruport” that would be a "bombshell."
—

Thig promise and other planted plugs for Baker's report preceeded his lagrch 24
"Face the iation" appearvance and viere plugs for mt. Vith this buildup he used the

his “extensive"
nation.dide TV broadest to plug Iz report.
£ I

Znabout
#hose "animals craching around" on the ABC "Tasues and :nsvers program he identi-
ane

T

fied as/the Exmsimgexxsyyimg Penddgon's spying on Kissingere. -'vt there is and he su.yested

no CLi commection.

Why would the White llouse and CRIEPs wndertale to cover it up vith this elaborate
scheme of fund-raising," dangerou: as that was to Iixon, if the Latergate was a CIi job?
Balker's non-responsc takes up gbout an eighth ol the trenscript of the hour-lons shows
He was not suzesting a "Seven ;a,ys in Hay scenario."”

Beker's own scenario wor pretty good. The fext day the Post carried e page-onc story
headed "?aﬁ-s:e:-:- Probes fossible Heg Letween Cla and Watergate." The carryover was aboud
tio=thirds of a page. Lawrence lieyer' lead is this"closed-Coor investization" of baker's,

Ui Sebrvary 20, Baker's honcho Thoupson had orepared a memo itemizing 16 unanswersd

subjects of requests to the CTh. One of these was for "any previous relationship, contect



or refe ence i the files o Bob Voodmard,™ teyer then wrote, "According to Hoker, he

.

fron a source he declined to disclose that Woodward has agreed

had received

a3 sk 4 i 3 :
with dobert &. Semmiett...to be 'apropric ately grateful' for inforuaticn,..vonduard and

“erngtein, vho wet with Zuker on dan. 30, said that Biker tolc them he had inf ornation
that Yioodward has agreed with Senuedt to "go easy" on his compauy end the CIi in

exchange Tor lunforuation., Both reporters denied that a 1y such zgreement shd been radece.

pennett dmied having Sold Buker or anyonc else that he and Woodvard had any ayrecnent..

<hat Sennett was a licodward source he is quoted as conf Lrming. Unly not a deal,

Lo dstent with his agonizing on 7V, where he is an effective nerfor
RUEHES 7

o
e, Baler

1

demied ulterier metives, "I am not trying %o develop a theory, " he in neyer's vord

"oaistled,"” "I am not trying to bail out the Precident. I am not tryin: vo lyach the

Cla." )l he was doing is "pursuing the facts."

de had already given drvin a "falr sized report."

TR

Yext there wa.: the sztory sbout a Cli agent helping krs, Jamnes HeCord destroyv some
o . o - fr=n b . . - "
of her hasband's pepers (FPost 3/" 27,774 that, asccording to c¢lectronic news accounts,

L

Tinde™ hdn ;ZA. Bhat . to e done vhen he had retired for a peprer

could
coror there?

Locontact, ~ee

ronr-old friend, a

T,
aa

sned June 21 and 22, 1972, The 80—

Fouminsbon, did help her burn an accumulation after bomb threstse. sSut what resll
hapoened and how it could have was noi reporied.

I the Undted Stutes atiorney's ofiice had been less concerned with protvecting

Biton and wors concerned prosecuting 1t would have obtained a search warvant for

ingt velord early on the morndiy; of June 17. It nevor did, liclord had an accumlstion

i also a security wwt, not only a sccurity specialist, 1 understand

of oid
r

fron a gmivetbe source in o position to kmow that clord resularly collicceted the used

ey B

typewriter ribbons 1rou Repunlicon ofiices amd burned Then personally at home. - vas

.

T s i ) b E ok tons Riscan ol rasaraed the b
arercsve:t th an unhurnso sior 0Ll N8l e = LEar ded Thie e

e

o 4 R
& LLYG x-.,.Z) ra if

s ; e i . ‘ T st )
g howe were bowbed so he teold his wife to barn themd snc the ribbono.

. L. - n x - i) E ol = -
too mich onto the fireplace at onc time. The ribbone, lastead ol bEWIXEEY




readily, cotbined with the packed paper o smoke the whole ploce upe When rzHmpdx

von came in on ¥ is aun i +rg. hebord ont he also mafe a viorbal report to

d cdircevor of CLi securi

0f

1 Usborne, a siclord friend

Usborne put it 2nto o

ae did not give superiors when thor asled for “ccause he did

ergate moterial Usbomme did not turn it ine 4 young cuplovee

i, necding a scapegoatv, forced Usborne into carly rotircuent. /Pﬁf' WZ’Q

#cCord was worried about his mft 00-yoer-old friend's heart condition ar

LS DOS~

gibility o s Penndngton haresment causing a heort atinck.
t. kS s

Thoupson, uith no mombers ci the conmitiee nresent, hedled iicCord mutttrmchkemy
LagyergxzEsmy into o seoret session. Yernard Fensterwald, “r., then HeCord's attorney,

was prosent. Vhen I questioncd hin about this he described “hompson's reiteration of

The same meaninglessness he seemed to be reading for a peper he did not show tielord
Ld Ee -
or his counsele Un the third mmeh of these secret sessions Fenstorvald told Shompson

bluntly that this had o be some kind of childishness and it had o stop. +ead what

you arc vsing, all of it, or we leave. «nd if vou issue another subpena, you'e better
hove a live Senator present or» we wont be. Dash, who wan present, told Thoupson to
4 e ?
that in
1 y B 3 . > - 1, - .'L“! a8 'LJ. - - b - -, " o b -
read the docunment. ifaving no cholce noupson dids T Was no more sinister than xwes:
nent ’
the excited mEmy ncCord's e s REEudky records of his vublicly rewvorted
weroe L)U_;Z’l’lPL,\n "
retiren go-rl.,{ houpson sought to nak: this wpoear that felord was trying to hide his CIi

past when 1t was publicly knowm, vhon the FUL and the CZ4 had recorés of it, ond days after

nded Yhorpson's harassing of the iclords. (ly notes 5/28/74)

That e

SicCord charged Biker with »l these prejudicial stories in a three-page litier

w1 ‘ : T . s e m o e = o - - A s f \
vo the Sunate Judiciary Comdtiee. B ker denied personally leaking t o story. (Post 3/28/74)

ucbord included the allegation that daker was “seelduy o diversion for the President "

Jith Thoupson alonc .n soue of these "investigations," while reaching inside the mind
source and

of another is not possible, Zher “clord's charges about/ intent are not without some confir-

18

mstion. ile ¢id not charge anotvher correletion. this ghiryoohz lesked non-sensation was

-

L] o 1 -4 - 1. 'J"l 7
almost $wo years old. It was not lealked in all that +ine, when so puch wase % was leaked



o |

after Tormer W vtergate prosecutor Pilbert was nominated by lidxon 4o be United States

-

L - T S = ol o i - - - | -5 -~ ") il ] i " VR L% i ..
Abborney for the Dist dct of Uolumbia and the end of the wonth before the hesrings on
his mmwimakieon confirmation hearings, vhich began in April. The shoney cherges «F Lolond

cvidence destruction mesked ks Silbertls failur: to do the obvious, get a search warrant

for icCord's howe and plice of business. In the home he would have found much mouey

easily traced to O

B and an abundance of expensive, sophisticated CRLEP electroric

equi mente. “ad he requestec o gvarch warrant he would have had no difficulty getting one,

Probeble causs was obvious. fled he done it at any i
o

in the succeeding montha he would
disposcd of
atill have found the CRELP nmoney and sXsmizmm bugsing pgear, which neither neCord dhechyoymst

A &y 28X

until seveval nonths later,

T . P - o L e
PAth the Dasiaiily ol

Losplte the oress focus ont e fSouse Judiciary Comuittee's
iopeachiens hearings various aspects of the Zeker \Sr\ res that somehou The Watergate was

a CIA story, inference they dic Wixon in, s{qggyed in the pevers and in colummns. ifter

i

olson snafiled a plea and avoided a trial and after Bast released what Yolson had told
hin it received reneved attention., The issociated Press quotced an unname. "oificisl

courgse in a day 31 stery, saying that"Bemnett 3id pass to his case officer _at CIi and

!
& H - b < o
aot w £il July 10,1972] sowme: dnformatoor. 4t was lockéd at and ielms wes one who did

look at it.But it vas heareay and, in the opinion of the agency offilcials who saw it,

added nothing substantive to the information that hed already bevn passed on w0 1t vas

1 K

cdlately relsyed either to the I'b

!.,_l

or the congressicnal oversight comdiiees."”

vhat Bennett did report three weeks too lute to be prompt — if this was bhis first

et

resort o his CLi superiors — we Go nobt lmove But what we do knou that Jennett could

have said, in earlier chapbers, is not what had becen reporited anyvhere end is not at

all as here described. .t is precisely the kind of information Yuker protended he was

P -
X

looking for. +t was more readily available to him then it was to we. Lo was not interested

in it because very siuply it would have hurt Lizon, not helped him. Helping Hixon, not

learning about the LIa, wa: Baker's purpose. “hat Demnett had personal CITA anc Wotergate

involvewent was publicly evailable long before Baker's commitéee existed. Sad his

v 5y H ~ . - - P ol 5 s . i e [
real interest been on  onforration he vould not hwve Hoined in ignoring Bennett's

AeposLTLONS



a1
g

che

33

varimy o b

"
leak to Al, vias part of the bulldup for
e &P, so also was the AY story o lealk for

nexs leaked, Yhere woas newspaper discussion of the cot heker™ veport wized
in with wiat the comditiee's report would ssy. ‘;iéi'::er Was guhted g Haflor
revicwing Cla £iles" that while his conclusions "were not cxactly purallel to Lolson's
ther have "sowe sindilarity,” (8var—ifens u/26 T4

Dipelosure b3 oy

Hunt!t
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ency olzicial recouiw
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euployuent by dullen vie
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one of mmwmesz the Yact that Saker uvould let his roport out July 2, (¥est t/ 2,/ T4}
Jden foelng had testified in s panner that coudd be construed this way nors thon o vear
earlier the olleged Tact wes not quite a sensation. But thab the story's beging «ith

the snoted words, - ords of no resl conseguen
shie terest Yaker had buolt in his rupord.

ce, I'ov & Dase-0nG Lo

There was no nystery about its conent. Copies were distributed in advence narked
in hond-lotter capital letters, "Hm "Embargoed for Helease 9 A.iie July 2.7

Uhet wes news iu not indicated as not buing in Belor's roport. H-.; is writven in a
yay nost ©oaders would 1 air account of the report's content. Whis news vay the

o

of vhree

v

sresmirimm Uoh of ficl delutedc I

on the report and the st

nanes 1 il LR
"drew upon” Thedir nswos in ldo ruperb. Une wap Demnett's "cuse ofilicer,” another the
Tohief of the cover gtaff® and he thied their rotired So boss liovard Ushorn, who had been
sueurity dircctor. o hac also becn HeCord's friend.

o days before the release sedzi was on "Wace the tation.” .. Lad read the revorb.
Tig ecomwnt, that he held no "boubshells," is an wndevstatenent.

AF's swmary ol the report after rolease is,ikmk "There is ov s est the
CIA kneu far wmore cbout the activities of Yatergate conspirator b, Howara dunt, ¢r.,

ever disclosed, a long—sceret roeport by' Sder sovys. (FPost TS 74.)

“he Z2ogh save Soker page—one play again vith more than a half-psge on the inside. The

TOT

ws0ory begins by saying the Paker revors

. ~ M i
g.ya "The Cux

1tral Intellisonce Agency may have



lmown in advance of plens Tor breal-ins at the U oix

0f Dandiel @llisverg's

paychiatrist and the Vemocratic lational Corrd :

:'s Uaternate headquarters,”

o

Hoy Tar from covvain the stetements in this roport is indicated by the humdxaf
eijght—column headline on the inside—puge interpretative sfory by Lauronce Stern, "Few
Conclusions ~iven by Haker on Ula, Vatergate Tie." The headline is fair. The report
says little and proves nothing relevant to the thrust of the whole ideec that tho (B
sorichou boobybtrapped the al ost—guiltless tixon.

Tinme magazine (7/15/74) found "disconcorting iuestions about CLi participation” but

ey cither plaimed or execcuted the Laturgate opvration, IF

anything, the sgency was apsercntly a vietim of Vhite Hous: machinstions." It also

reported that “afte. radin; the report Senator Sam Zrvin...sald that he had leared
viothing new about the CIi role." The old men gave point to his mild commant by what the
jaker operation was designud to m cover over, that "Watergate came diroctly.out of" CiliEl
"with the assistance of certain White llouss aides."

in kecping with the inagk the potential pepublicon candidatu for President in 1976
wantoeo. to projeet, the image of a young anc vigorous uain, Balrer is shown ridingz
a motor cycles

The picture tells It as it is. The whole Baleer operation was public relations. Lt
was not Tactuale Lt was not an investisation. But it uwas a professionsl, successiul
operation ofnthe type that couli have been visualized in the Colson—agruder wofwziger
memo on the White House "PR firm" projuct.

It vas a sadison Avenuc job, not a Senete reporte.

L4 Jdeserved to pass Trou the neus as fast as it dide. But the report itsell was not
the t dng. Vhat counted was the uonths of attention Baker and his unproven imputations
received.

There was no way of taldng this {row the public mind.
and thers was no complaint that Yaker's report had not lived up to its billing.

in iss purpose, to help Hizxon whilc promoting Baker as a derring-do investigator who

had the guts to tackle even the sacred CIA, it was a big success.



LT T

The report does not really say what Senator Baker loev. In it he pretends he can't

gay because the bad, bad Cli won't let hime Lt doecs not say when he lmew anythips but
he disclosed that in the publich:arings without attracting any aticntion.Rather does

his roport ssy he ke nothing about vhat he had billed it as saying, uithout indicatinge

i}

that what 1ittle he loarucd afher the public hearings - and its relevance o The Water-
zate is at best debateble - is what he should have learned before those public hezrings,

Lhat be did not do this investigating, that he did not dirvect the large minority stafff

with wiich the tax-payers provided hinm to do that eany and obvious inves tigatinge before

i il

vhe hearings, is auple proof that his burposes were not getiing to the bottom of

everything but were using everythin.: he could %o get To thu top.

o

is the ansver to "what dic he do abous 1t,M
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