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The Watergate Caper— liae Brussell in The Reslist 8/71¢  Hi

Two or closer to three weeks azo Bud Fensterwald told me that Freed of Cric (approx)
had been in to see him (which I fear may be an indication of the discrimination of Freed
et al and the direction they may, unfortunately, take).

Th: thins that impressed him, as it did me when he told me, about the old Tackwood
story is that a year ago Tackwood ahd been given n mes for a venture similar to this caper
and that these two nimes have been associated with the caught crew. lime uses but on in
her story, not the second. It was then as she describes it, but with less exaggeration
in Bud's version, which preceeded this writing, I asked for tapes or transcripts that
I could use and Bud had Fre-d's word only. ;

He lmew I was in touch with the papers on this, did nothing of which I know to get
thesc tapes, si I've had to leave it there. But with two Washington papers both asking
ne for inforvation anc leads, L suppose we may have lost something,

Frankly, I wonder more and more sbout the new people in the field .ho don't look me
up either by phone or mail or when they are near. I haven't i'recd's adoress and 1 doubt
if I'd have written with all I can't get to do. I fear that .ith such excesses the benefit
that could have come from the solid-seeming work you first sent me will be lost, and with
the Krassner-Srussell exposure credibility will be undermined in the major media,

There is always the question with informants, can they escape the conditioning of
their pauts, which requires embroidery upon the truth. However, when Tackwodd gave two
names a year in advance, that has a certain amcunt of inherent credibility,

I started reading liae word for word last night, resumed this mo@inag Just skimdng.

L dozed over it last night and may have missed a bite I am up to Yo on P 25 and will
reswne after thnds because there is not yet enoush daylisht for what I'm working on. low-
ever, the farout is not a'i-«fays farout, just exabgerated. Hxample, and I think you referred
to it, midcle cole 1 pe 32, Loung itepublicans at Dallas. Stripsed of jer verbiage and
wlerd and excessive interpretation, the Dallas part is factual. I don t kuow hou she got
it. She could have stumbled on it is she was doing any Archives work or what is rore
likely, could have beun told about it by onc of those who ‘has or read CuUP, I have the
whole story there is a chapter titled "The Dick Hubbers! (They were going to "rub the
Prepident's dick in the dirt" in the words of one of a series of repoots I got. The
Comission sn- fered some of the reports as exhibits and then removed th m, explaining with
the lie that ursuch numbers were uscd. * have copies of the reports with these exhibit
numbers affixed. As I remember, one was bxhibit 710, I also remember that a couple of
years after I let him have a copy of COUP that he apuears not to have taken tinme to read,
Bud once turned to me with exultation and exclaim, "Well, Happy Harold, we finally have sore-
thing you don't have!" ("We" have yet to give or show me a single documents "we" have
gotien frow the archives.) Great, I said, what? kxhibit 710, Bud said, so I told hiu he
hasn't read C:UP, There were others on which 1'm not clear, P and I worked together on
this, It was not the Dallas Young “epublicans, it was the unit frow a coliegc at nearby
Yentone  ..olt got to be a bit too muche I skimmed the pretended analysis and filed the
whole thing under iase rather than in Rhe bugsing file, to which it adas Baught, sut I an
glad to know what is proceeding out tere ani to have seen hov they are handling thingse

1 xnew of her new drassner colpection from a visitor about month ago. Thanks, He



