Jean/Bitiman/CREEP/E]1bserg, Hy s g of the WxPost suburban-section "Dean Faces Hear

ng" story of 11/20/73 is that(] himself can be charged with improprieties o now
sttributed to Hunt only. These ave g ungpecified nature and I wonder if they can relate

0 blackmail only. This story, partly pied, also says that CREEP lawyers were themselves
Aavolved in improprieties involving &udge Byme. I zecall no previous allesation along =
shis line. I also find my self wondering if this is the reason (ox asked Bittman to0 retive

18 HBunt’s counsel. WxPost reported the Yact, obscurely, withous giviag the reason tias

Times 4id include in its also very suall siorye eeoThere is what seems %o me ts be an o
Ma part to this. The accusations of withholding evidence are general, but unless it is
‘or the period afier he was Hizon's counsel, I believe he is imame, 4 lawyer is alvays =
W olricer of ghe court, bub if he wers required %o report all grime involving his eifent ;

e gilent about his client's guilt, so how can he be charged for the period he was Nizon's

‘ere could be no lawyer-chient confidentiality or trust. He ig obligated %o defend and %o §
sounsel? Unless the story is wrong, something else must bo. Hi 11/22/73

|



